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Thurfday,  2<)th  Afanh,  1787, 

THE  Report  of  the  Refolutions  come  to  by  the  Com- 
mittee with  refpeft  to  the  confolidation  duty,  on  the 
preceding  Monday,  having  been  brought  up  by  the  Earl  of 
Morhington,  and  read  a  firft  time,  at  the  table,  as  far  as  the 
Refolution,  No,  25&1,  being  the  firft  relative  to  Portugal 
wines,  and  the  queftion  being  put,  "  th^t  thefe  refoiution$  •  ^ 
*^  be  read  a  fecond  time,** 

Sir  Grey  Cooper  remarked,  tliat  as  the  refolution  now  re-  Sir  Gtty 
ported  for  the  reduftion  of  the  duty  on  Portugal  wines,  was  Cooper, 
the  very  meafure  which,  when  he  had  the  honour  of  fecond-  . 
ing  a  motion  made  by  a  right  honourable  gentleman,  he  had 
prefumed  to  fuggeft  for  faving  the  Methuen  Treaty  from  the 
peril  to  which  he  thought  it  expofed,  even  before  the  treaty, 
ftill  pending  between  the  court  of  Lifbon  and  His  Majefty*« 
Minifter,  was  finally  adjufted,  he  could  Rot  certainly  give 
bis  vote  for  difagreeing  with  the  refolution.     As  he  ftill  con- 
tinued to  be  of  opinion,  with  great  deference  however  to  the 
jtidgeraent  of  the  Speaker  and  of  the  Houfe,  that  the  Com- 
mittee, from  which  this   refolution  wa^s  T^'^c^wie^^  ^-is*  ^\^\. 
competent,  under  the  words  ot  it^  ^^^wWca&xvx^  ^a.x'^^NN'^^- 
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of  the  matters  referred  to  it,  to  cqme  to  this  refolution,  he 
-  would  move  "  that  this  refolution  be  recommitted,"  and  if 
*  that  queftion  fhould  be  carried,  he  wo'uld  follow  it  by  ano- 
ther motion,  "  That  it  be  an  hiftrudlion  to  the  faid  Com- 
"  mittee,  that  they  do  confider  of  the  re^u6lion  of  the  duty 
«  on  Portugal  wines."'  He  hoped  the  Houfe  would  not 
think  he  trefpafled  too  far  upon  their  patience,  in  prefling 
this  matter  once  more  to  their  confideratibn :  what  h^  faid 
before  the"  Hoiife  went  into  the  Committee  da  this  point,  was 
imqrely  as  a  notice.  He  would  not  repeat  what  he' had  urged 
upon  that  occafion  ;  the  fubjeft  was  dry,  but  however  imper- 
fedlly  he  might  ftate  it,  he  conceived  it  could  not  be  unin- 
ierefting  to  the  Houfe,  and  particularly  to  the  old  rnembers, 
as  it  materially  affefted  fome  of  the  forms  of  proceeding ; 
the  inviolable  obfervance  of  which  appeared  to  him  to  be  of 
the  moft  efleqtial  confequence  to  tlie  credit,  refpefl,  and 
iauthority  of  that  Houfe.  He  would  only  add  to  what  he 
faid  yefterday,  that  if  the  French  treaty  had  been  referred  to 
this  Committee,  he  would  admit  that,  under  the  refervatioa 
in  the  feventh  article  of  that  treaty  with  refpedl  to  Portugal, 
•  the  refolution  for  reducing  the  duty  on  Portugal  wine  might 
Jiave  be^n  juftified.  But  that  was  not  the  cafe;  and  there 
was  nothing  in. the  order  for  the  appointment  and  conftitu- 
tion  of  the  Committee,  or  in  the  matters  referred  to  it  after 
its  appointment,  which  gave  any  authority  whatfoever  to 
impofe  or  to  reduce  any  duties,  except  in  fo  far  as  the  con- 
ftruftion  of  the  vjori Jimplifying  can  be  fairly  carried;  an4 
that,  as  he  conceived,  did  not  go  beyond  the  powers  of  con- 
verting fractions,  in'  computation  of  duties,  into  integral 
fums.  If  the  prefent'mode  of  proceeding  (which  had,  he 
conceived,  pafled  by  inadvertency,  though  that  was  not  ad- 
mitted) Ihould  be  adopted  by  the  Houfe  as  regular,  a  Mi- 
nifter  in  future  might  carve  a  Cpmipittee  out  of  a  paragraplj 
in  a  King's  Speech,  containing  general  and  uqprecife  wordsj 
fuch  as  commercial  regulations,  or  farther  plans  for  the  re- 
du6lion  of  the  national  debt,  and  under  the  ciover  of  the 
jgenerality  of  thofe  words,  difpenfe  with  the  ancient  forms, 
which  were  the  conditions  that  the  wifdoin  of  the  Houfe  had 
ifiipofed  upon  itfelf  in  all  its  proceedings,  and  pfarticularly  iii 
the  exercife  of  its  fole  right  of  either  laying  burdens  upon 
the  people,  or  of  leflening  the  weight  of  thofe  un4^r  whicli^ 
they  were  at  prefent  labouring. 
.  Cha»-  '  Mr.  Chancellor  ^itt  obferved,  that  having,  on  a  former 
wr  Pitt.  ygj.y  recent  occafion,  been  called  Upon'  by  the  honourable  Ba- 
ronet, in  relation  to  the  very  fame  fubje<St,  and  having  then 
delivered  his  fentiments  concerqing  it  at  full  length,  he  Ihould 
hot  again  take  up  the  time  of  the  Ho^fe  Vi^  ^  xe^uvioxv  q»^ 
tirbat  be' hud  aireidy  ftated:  but  couUuX.  \ivKi&\i  >«\x\v  ow^ 
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ihort  obferv^tlon  which  he  flattered  himfelf  would  give  full 
fatisfadlion  to  the  honourable  Baronet.  The  honourable 
Baronet  had  himfelf  ftated,  that  the  Cpmmittee  were  uri- 
queftionably  authorifed  to  repeal  all  the  duties,  and  again  to 
re-ena6t  others  in  their  fl;«ad.  But  he  furely  would  not  con- 
tend, that  in  re-eha£biiig  others,  it  was  bound  to  confine  it- 
ifelf  to  a  fixed  and  ftipulated  fum,  for  the  very  eflence  and 
fpirit  of  the  whole  tranfaftion  neceflarily  required  a  diffe- 
rence between  the  old  and  the  new  duties. 

The  qiieftion  of  Sir  Grey  Coop'er  being  put,  *^  that  thefe 
'*'  refolution^  be  re-committed,'*  was  carried  in  the  negative. 
The  refolutions  were  then  read  a  fecond  time,  and  agreed  tq 
by-the  Houfe. 

The  order  of  the  day  was  read  for  the  Houfe  ttt  refoive 
itfelf  iilto  a  Committee  of  the  whote  Houfe,  upon  the  con- 
folidation  duty  bill,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
having  moved  an  inftruflion  to  the  Committee,  to  provide 
in  the  bill  for  the  refolutions  contained  in  the  Report  of  the  . 
confolidation  duty  Committee,  to  which  the  Houfe  had  juft 
agreed,  the  queftion  was  put,  ^*  that  the  Speaker  leave  the 
*'  Chair,"  which  being  carried,  Mr.  Steele  took  his  feat  at 
the  table. 

Mr.  Francis  then  begged  leave  to  put  a  queftion,  which  Mr.  I 
be  faid,  he  had  before  propofed  to  the  right  honourable  gen-  *^**' 
tleman,  when  the  Houfe  had  been  in  a  Committee  on  the 
refolutions  come  to  upon  the  commercial  treaty  witlv 
France.  He  had  at  that  time  alked,  why  French  laces  were 
not  to  be  put  on  the  ftme  footing  as  French  cambrics  ?  The 
anfwer  he  had  received,  as  nearly  as  his  memory  would  ferve, 
was,  that  though  they  made  no  article  of  the  tariff,  the  laces 
of  France  were  to  be  imported  upon  as  low  a  duty  as  was 
paid  by  the  laces  of  the  moft  favoured  nation.  Since  the 
day  on  which  he  had  put  the  queftion,  Mr.  Francis  faid,  he  ^ 
had  inquired  into  the  matter,  and  he  did  affure  the  right  ho- 
nourable eentleman,  that  he  had  fpared  no  pains  to  get  at 
corre£i  intormation  upon  the-  fubjedi.  The  refult  of  his  in- 
quiry was,  that  he  felt  himfelf  juftified  in  declaring  that  the 
anfwer  he  had  received  was  neither  fatisfadtory  in  itfelf,  nor 
perfedlly  founded.  French  lace,  he  obferved,  was  of  two 
kinds,  thread  lace  and  filk  lace.  Foreign  threjid  and  bone- 
lace  might  he  imported  on  a  duty  of  17s.  7d.  per  dozen 
jards,  which  on  laces  of  two  or  three  pence  a  yard  (the  only 
thread  laces  imported  in  any  quantity)  was  equivalent,  to,  a 
prohibition;  confequerttly  no  duty  on  them  was  colle£led, 
and  the  whole  was  fmuggled.  As'  to  the  valuable  thread 
laces,  fuch  as  point,  &c.  the  fame  duty  erred  on  the  other 
fide,  being  totally  difproportionate  to  the  value. 

With  refpedt  to  foreieu  filk  Uc^*^,  ^\vv^  ^-^^Nis^  ^>^^> 
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they  were  abfolutely  prohibited,  and  could  not  be  imported 
from  any  nation  whatever;  firft,  generally  by  the  12th  and 
•    14th  of  Charles  II.  and  then  fpecifically  by  the  5th  of  Queen 
Anne,  ch.  17.     'fhefe  filk  laces,  he  was  well  affured,  made 
feven  tenths  at  leaft  of  the  confumption  of  the  Britifli  do- 
minions, to  the  amount  of  300,0601.  a  year,  and  the  duty 
loft  to  our  revenue  was  really  given  to  the  French  fmug- 
glers.  '  The  afTertion,  therefore,  that  the  prohibition  of  fo- 
reign filk  laces  was  taken  off  by  the  general  provifion  in  the 
feventh  article  of  the  treaty,  or  that  they  may  now  be  adrliit- 
,    ted  from  France  on  the  fame  terms  as  filk  laces  coming  from 
the  moft  favoured  nation,  was  groundlefs,  .  Nothing  being 
provided  for  either  in  the  refolutions  of  the  7th  of  March,  or 
in  the  confolidation  bill  then  depending,  but  foreign  thread 
laces, .  and  thefe  were  left  exadlly  as  they  ftood,  upon  the  ab- 
furd  and  ill-calculated  duty  of  17s.   7d.   on  every  dozefi 
yards,  indifcriminately  by  the  yard,  withouf  regard  to  the  • 
value,  and  bearing  equally  on  thread  lace  of  two  pence  and 
ten  pounds  a  yard. 
Chan-      Mr,  Chancellor  Pitt  begged  leave  to  affiire  the  honourable 
^^"^'  gentleman,  that  he  was  not  thoroughly  grounded  in  his  opi- 
nion, that  the  principle  of  the  tax  on  lace  was  different  from 
that  which  had  been  voted  upon  cambric;  for,  in  faft,  this 
lafl  was  calculated  upon  the  price,  and  not  upon  the  value, 
exaftly  in  the  fame  manner  as  the  tax  upon  French  lace — he 
*fliouId  admit  that  the  difference  between  the  value  of  the  fe- 
vcral  forts  of  laces  was  greater  than  that  between  the  various 
forts  of  cambrics,  fo  that  the  proportion  of  duty  paid  by  the 
higher-priced  laces,  was  lower  in  comparifon  with  that  paid 
by  the  inferior  kinds,  than  the  fame  proportion  in  the  article 
of  cambrics — but  ftill  it  was  evident,  that  the  principle  of 
both  the  taxes  was  the  fame,  and  it  had  been  a  pra<aice,  fol- 
lowed in  many  taxes,  to  impofe  them  on  the  quantity  inftead 
of  the  value  of  the  article.     Whether  the  tax  upon  lace,  was 
or  was  not  impofed  in  the  moft  prudent  and  politic  mode, 
was  a  fubjeft  for  feparate  difcuffion  :  at  prefent  the  honoura- 
ble gentleman  had  confined  himfelf  to  the  queftion  of  its 
principle  as  compared  with  that  of  the  duty  on  cambric. 
What  the  honourable  gentleman  had  affumed,  that  French 
lace  ftill  continued  prohibited,  was  a  miftake  in  point  of  faft  ; 
for  it  was  provided  for  in  the  treaty,  that  all  articles  not  enu- 
merated in  the  tariff  fhould  be  imported  from  France  into 
this  coilntry,  as  from  the  nidft  favoured  nation.     The  con- 
fequence  of  which  was^  tl^at  lace,  not  being  included  in  the 
tariff,  was  no  longer  fubje6b  to  the  prohibition.     What  he 
here  faid,  he  meant  only  to  apply  to  thread  lace ;  for  as  ta 
filk-lace,    every   fort  and  defcr^iption   of  it  ftill  continued 
aShvaUy  and  exprefsly  prohibited  by  the  ti^^A.^  •    TVv^  W- 

1  ViOXTt-a^^ 


A.1787.  DEBATES.  i 

nourable  gentleman  had  argued  to  fhew,  that  a  very  defira- 
hie  acceffion  of  revenue  might  be,/nade,  by  admitting  filk- 
lace  to  importation,  under  a  duty  of  ten  per  cent,  and  had 
endeavoured  to  make  it  appear,  that  fuch  admiffion  might 
take  place  without  any  injury  whatfoever  to  our  own  manu- 
iaflurers :  he  was  not  himfelf  the  proper  perfon  to  whom  the 
honourable  gentleman  ought  to  diredl  fuch  an  argument. 
If  it  could  be  made  out  that  fuch  a  revenue  as  that  ftated 
by  the  honourable  gentleman  might,  be  raifed,  he  fhould 
feel  the  greateft  willingnefs  to  adopt  the  fuggeftion;  but  it 
would  firft  be  neceffary  for  the  honourable  gentleman  to  con- 
vince tne  Britifti  manufaflurers  in  that  branch,  that  by  fo 
doing,  their  intereft  would  not  be  affe<2ed.  For  his  own 
part,  his  fole  objeSion  to  the  introduction  of  fi!k  laces  and 
otli^r  filk  manufaftures  froiti  France  was  only  .on  a  principle 
of  favour  to  our  own  manufadturers,  who,  from  the  univer- 
fal  opinion  that  the  French^  fabrics  in  filk  were  in  general 
more  p)erfcft  than  ours,  were  apprehenfive  of  fuffering  ef- 
fentially,  if  the  French  manufaftures  Avere  admitted  into 
the  Britilh  market.  But  ajt  all  events,  whether  it  fhould  or 
fhould  not  be  found  expedient  at  a  future  period  to  admit 
French  filk  lace^  the  honourable  gentleman  need  not  be  un- 
eafy  at  their  not  being  taken  notice  of  in  the  treaty — for 
furely  he  would  not  contend,  that  there  was  a  ftipulation 
that  they  fhould  continue  to  be  prohibited,  or  that  there  was 
any  thing  in  the  treaty  which  could  in  any  degree  prevent 
their  being  admitted  hereafter  under  any  duty  which  might  . 
be  thought  advifeable. 

Mr.  Francis  faid  a  few  words  in  reply,  urging  the  propriety  Mr«  Fraud 
of  taking  the  profit  from  the  fmuggler,  and  deriving  a  profit 
of  near  30,0001.  a  year,  (which  he  was  perfuaded  might  bp 
obtained  from  an  article,  that  whether  the  import  of  it  was 
legalized  or  not,  would  be  imported  and  confumed  in  the 
kingdom. 

When  the  claufe  refpefting  timber,,  ftaves,  &c.  came  to 
be  read.  Sir  Grey  Cooper  introduced  a  ftiort  converfation,  by  Sir  Grey 
infilling  upon  his  former  pofition,  that  as  the  claufe  did  not  CoopcJ"- 
merely  Amplify  the  duty  on  timber,  but  impofed  a  new  one. 
It  ought  to  have  been  authorifed  by  an  inftrudion.  The  al- 
teration of  duty -would  materially  affeft  fhip  building,  which 
was  a  very  ferious  objed. 

Mr.  Rofe  anfwered,  that  the  alternative  was  but  trifling,  Mr.  Roic; 
and  that,  generally  fpeaking,  no  one  article  touched  by  the 
bill  was  an  article  neceflary  for,  or  ufed  in,  fhip  building. 

Sir  Grey  Cooper  inftanced  anchor  flocks  as  a  matter  which 
would  be  affefbed  by  the  new  duty.       • 

Mr.  Fox  faid,  that  the  proposition  was  fo  ^\"a\w  -^w^  i^^'^^-^^^* 
Viou5,  that  he  wondered  either  xfeA{  Vcvi^v  tvo\  tv^qt^x^^^  '^'^ 
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that  feme  reafon  was  not  afSgned  by  the  other  fide  of  thi 
Hpufe  for  i)ts  rejefiion. 
Mr.Chah-       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  regretted,  that  the  right  honourable 
cdlor  Pitt,  gentleman  had  been  abfent  at  the  early  part  of  the  evenings 
as  he  would  not,  in  that  cafe,  have  fuggeili^  a  matter  fot 
argument,  which  the  Houfe  had,*  hot  many  niinutes  before^' 
determined  in  a  way  contrary  to  his  Wifh.     He  begged  leave 
to  remind  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  this  was  not 
the  firft  notice  which  the  Houfe  had  received  of  the  intended 
additional  tax  on  timber.     He  had,  in  his  opening  of  the 
bufinefs  of  the  confolidation,  before  the  Houfe  went  into  the 
^  Committee,  ftated  his  intention  on  that  head,  and  there  was 

not  any  objeftion  miade  at  that  time,  nor  iince.  He  fbould 
not  be  ready  to  impute  any  invidious  motives  to  fuch  gentle- 
men, who,  although  they  then  remained  filent,  now  camd^ 
forward  with  an  oppofition,  which  muft,  if  fuccefsful,  retard 
the  completion  of  the  bufinefs,  and  inevitably  throw  it  back. 
till  after  the  holidays. 
Sir  Grey  Sir  Grey  Cooper  faid,   that  a  parliamentary  notice  could  not 

Cooper.  be  given  by  a  member  on  his  legs,  as  a  part  of  his  fpeech,  it 
could  only  be  by  inflruftion,  formerly  moved,  recognized^ 
and  agreed  to  by  the  Houfe. 

When  Mr.  Steele  came  to  that  part  of  the  bill  which  re- 
lated to  the  appropriation  of  the  fund,  as  a  fecurity  to  the 
feveral  public  creditors,  , 
Mr.  Chan-  Mr.  Chancellor '  Pitt  obferved,  that  with  refpeft  to  the 
•^^^  ^"^'  part  of  the  bill  which  provided  for  the  fecurity  of  the  Public 
creditors  by  appointing  the  aggregate  of  the  taxes  as  a  gene- 
tal  fund  for  the  payment  of  the  intereft  of  the  national  debt, 
in  the  room  of  the  feveral  diflindl  funds,  which  had  by  fe- 
veral flatutes  been  created  for  that  purpofe,  and  which  were 
now  to  be  abolifhed,  he  had  taken  care  to  give  a  priority  of 
payment  to  thofe  who  were  beft  entitled  to  it — the  firfl  were 
thofe  who  held  certain  Exchequer  bills  that  were  excepted 
from  thofe  other  fecurities  which  had  been  transferred  into 
South-fea  Hock.  The  fecond  was  the  South-fea  Company. 
The  third  was  the  Bank,  and  the  fourth  was  the  Eafl-India 
Company.  Thefe  three  lafl: -mentioned  bodies  had  confented 
-to  the  new  arrangement ;  and  although  it  was  impoffiblp  to 
fuppofe  that  any  of  the  other  creditors  could  have  any  ob- 
je6lion,  yet  there  was  a  provifioa  which  enabled  them,  ^in 
a  limited  time,  to  come  in  and  exprefs  their  diflent. 
Sir  Grey  Sir  Grey  Cooper  remarked,  that  a  public  debtor  was  not  at 

Cooper.  his  option  to  change  the  fecurity  of  his  creditor,  and  there- 
fore, although  he  was  free  to  confefs  that  the  right  honoura- 
ble gentleman  had  fhewn  a  mofl  laudable  anxiety  that  the 
public  creditor  Ihould  be  fully  fecured,  he  could  not  but 
wiili  that  there  had  been  fome  regular  uotlftcaiion  of  the 
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^laims  of  the  creditors,  made  in  form  at  the  bar,  and  that  a 
plaufe  recognizing  tl^ofe  claims,  and  mentioning  by  name 
the  feveral  creditors,  fuch  as  the  holders  of  annuities  of  the 
various  defcriptions  of  Bank  ftock,  SputVfea  ftock,  and 
Eaft-India  ftock,  had  made  a  p^rt  of  the  bill*  Such  a  re- 
cognition by  aft  of  parliament  would  have  given  a  folemnity 
to  the  proceeding,  which,  in  his  opinion>  would  have  been 
exceedingly  proper.  It  vras  not  too  late  to  infert  fuch  a 
claufe,  and  to  empower  and  authorize  truftees,  guardians, 
executors,  and  committees  of  lunatics  to  accept  of  the  new 
fecurity  inlieu  of  theold.  % 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  none  but  a  lunatic  Mr.  Cbw 
hiriifelf  could  be  fuppofed  a  peifon  likely  torefufe  accepting  "^^^"^  *"" 
the  new  fecurity  in  lieu  of  the  old,  as  the  new  lecurity  was 
fo  much  the  better  of  the  two. 

Mr.  Blackhurne  obferved,  that  he  felt  hlmfelf  obliged  to  Mr.  Bhcl 
feize  the  prefent  opportunity  of  trefpafEng  upon  the  atten-  ^^°^' 
tion  of  the  Houfe,  as  he  Ihould  not  be  prefent  at  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill,  when  it  would  have  come  more  proper- 
ly, to  ftate,  at  the  requeft  of  a  refpedlable  conftituent  of  his, 
(Mr.  J.  Walker)  who  had  often  been  mentioned  in  the  earlier 
debates  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  commercial  treaty,  that  he 
(Mr.  Walker)  hgd,  at  the  Chamber  of  Manufafturers,  ipoft 
f  xplicitly  declared,  that  he  fpoke  his  individual  fentiments  as 
a  member  of  that  Chamber,  and  not  as  a  delegate  from  Maa- 
chefter. 

At  length  the  bill  was  gone  through,^  and  Mr.  Steel  went 
to  the  table,  and,  after  fome  time,  reported  to  the  Houfe, 
that  the  Comrtittee  had  gone  through  the  bill  to  which  they 
h^d  made  feveral  amendments.  The  report  was,  upon  mo- 
tion, ordered  to  be  received  on  the  morrow. 

Mn  Burke  rofe  to  ftate,  that  as  witnefles  had  been  called  Mr.  Burkt 
for  to  attend  at  the  bar  this  day,  and  he  heartily  wiflied  they 
had  been  called  for  much  jfooner,  though  he  meant  not  to      ' 
cxprefs  the  fmalleft  degree  of  reluctance  that  witnefles  were 
defired*  by  Mr.  Haftings  or  his  friends,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
would  conf?nt  that  they  fhould  be  examined  even  to  the  fa- 
ticty  of  thofe  who  called  for  them ;  but  as  it  would,  on  ma- 
py  accounts,  be  injiproper  to  go  fnto  the  charge  refpefting 
prefents  oq  the  fanje  day  when  the  evidence  on  the  fubjecS 
jvas  heard,  he  meant,  on  the  part  of  his  honourable  friend, 
to  put  oft  the  charge  till  the  enfuing  Monday.     Hi§  honour-       * 
able  friend,  wlio  had  undertaken  to  move  that  charge,  (Mr, 
Sheridan)  had  fully  fatisfied  the  Houfe  with' what  noblenefs 
he  could  enlarge  upon  any  topic,  andty  copious  and  minute 
detail  illuftrate  and  dignify  it.     Hebe^^'e.iVev^^x.Cfc^^s^';^^^^ 
tl^at  his  honourable  friend  co\x\d^  vi\x!&  ^o^^iN.  ^^\v^%  ^'ov^r-. 
fr^  his  thought 5  xntQ  a  nari^vr  coixv^^^  ^^^/^^^'^^^^\x 
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cifion  with  concifenefs.     That  (he  underftood)  was  the  line 
which  his  honourable  friend  meant  to  take  on  Monday ;  and 
fince,  as  he  had  juft  faid,  his  honourable  i"riend  was. able  to 
be  brief  and  im,preflive,  as  he  had  already  proved  himfelf  able 
to  amplify  with  effea,  he  hoped  that  the  t'ltne  of  opening 
the  charge  on  the  fubjeiEl  of  prefents  would  not  detain  the 
Houfe  too  long,  to  prevent  their  afterwards  receiving  the  re- 
port of  the  fever»l  refohitions  of  the  Committee  on  the 
fame  jday. 
It.  Chan,      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid  that  he  had  no  fort  of  objeflion ;  but 
"'  if  the  debate  on  the  charge  of  the  prefents  was  protrafted  to 
a  late  hour  on  Monday,  in  that  cafe  he  hoped  it  was  not 
^neant  to  attempt  to  brbg  up  the  report  on  jthe  fanje  day. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. .  v 

Friday^  30/fe  March. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  taking  into  confidera^ 
tion  the  matter  of  the  complaint  made  to  the  Houfe  upon 
the  9th  day  of  February  laft,  "  That  the  writ  for  the  laft 
*'  eleSion  of  a  member  to  ferve  in  Parliament  for  the  coun* 
^*  ty  of  Renfrew,  was  fealed  and  tefted  on  the  26th  day  of 
5*  Ttme,  1786  ;  that  the  faid  writ  was  delivered  to  Charles 
«*  M^DowaJl  of  C;-ichen,  Efq.  the  Sheriff  Depute  of  the 
**  faid  county,  on  or  before  the  20th  day  of  July,  1786; 
"  ithat  the  laid  Sheriff,  although  frequently  requefted,  in- 
**  ftead  of  naming  an  early  and  convenient  day  for  the  elec- 
^^  tion  of  a  member,  to  be  holden  in  purfuance  of  the  (aid 
*5  writ,  ynneceffajily,  and  contrary  to  the  duty  of  his  of- 
"  fice,  delayed  executing  the  fame,  by  not  proceeding  to 
^*  hold  the  eleftion  until  the  19th  of  October  following;^ 
r,  iJkHam.  "Mt.  Jdam  moved,  that  the  matter  of  the  faid  complaint 
jto  be  takeri  into  confideration  upon  Tuefday  the  17th  day  of 
April  next. 

The  Speaker  confefied  the  propriety  of  the  adjournment. 
Adam         Sir  jidam  Fergufon  declared  that  he  had  no  objeftion  to  the  ' 
rgufon.    poftponement  of  the  confideration  till  after  the  holidays.  He 
rofe  njerely  to  ftate,  that  the  gentleman  in  queftion,  from    " 
having  learnt  the  part  which  he  had  taken,  when  the  matter 
was  laft  before  the  Houfe,  h^d  written  him  a  letter,  which 
he  ftiould  a(k  leave  to  read  as  u  part  of  his  fpeach,  when  the 
fubjeft  was  again  agitated.     The  gentleman,  in  his  letter, 
ftated  himfelf  to  be   78  years  of  age,  and  faid,  though  he  . 
had  felt  it  neceffary  to  write  upon  the  fubjeft,  he  feared  that 
he  could  not  re^d  his  own  letter,  were  he  to  be  put  upon  fo 
difficult  a  tafk.     So  far,  however,  from  expreffing  any  reluc- 
tance at  coming  to  town,  the  old  man  was  anxious  to  ap-? 
hear  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe,  and  cVeax  \ivtafe\l  i\wtv\fcft  ' 


A.  lySy*  DEBATES. 

charge  of  corruption,  which  he  had  underftood  to  have  been 
imputed  to  him  as  one  of  the  principal  motives  of  his  con- 
dud.  He  did  not  (Sir  Adam  faid)  recolleft  that  corpora- 
tion had  been  urged  in  the  argument,  as  the  imputed  or  fuf* 
pedled  caufe  of  the  Sheriffs  conduft ;  but  whether  that  gen- 
tleman thought  it  was  fo  flated  in  the  Houfe,  or  had  learnt, 
through  the  means  of  the  gallery,  that  it  was,  he  exprefled 
great  anxiety  to  juftify  himfelf  from  a  chatge,  of  the  imputa- 
tion of  which  he  wifhed  to  prove  his  abfolute  difdain.  Sir 
Adam  declared, that  he  Ihou id  not  have  troubled  the  Houle 
with  thefe  few  words,  had  he  not,  an  hoyr  before  he  came 
down  to  the  Houfe,  received  a  fecond  letter  from  the  vene- 
rable Sheriff  Depute,  repeating  his^earneft  defire  to  appear  at 
.  the  bar,  in  order  to  clear  himfelf*  Whether  he  fliould  fup- 
port  the  motion  for  the  Sheriff  Repute's  appearance  at  the 
bar,  in  compliance  with  the  wifti  of  the  old  gentleman,  or 
having  lefs  perfonal  intereft  on  the  occaCon,  fliould  aft  as  his 
cooler  and  more  unbiafTed  judgement  might  direft,  and  refilt 
the  motion,  was  a  matter  for  his  own  private  and  future  con- 
fideration.  At  prefent  he  did  not  object  to  the  poflponement 
which  a  right,  honourable  gentleman  (the  Speaker)  hacl  in 
his  mind  fo  properly  reqommended. 

Mr.  Jdam  declared  that  he  was  far  from  thinking  that  a  Mr.  AcUi 
charge  of  corruption  cotild  make  any  eflential  or^necefTary 
part  of  the  groi^nd  of  a  motion,  for  the  attendance  of  a  re- 
turning officer  at  the  bar  of  that  Houfe.  His  having  afted 
under  a  mifconception  of  the  principles  of  the  fconflitution, 
or  a  mifconftruftion  of  an  aft  of  parliament,  were,  in  his 
opinion,  fufficient  grounds  for  fuch  a  motion.  Upon  thofe 
grounds,  and  thofe  grounds  only,  had  he  flated  the  com- 
plaint againfl  the  Sheriff  Depute  of  Renfrewfhire,  but  with- 
out ever  once  calling  his  charafter  in  queflion,  or  imputing 
ahy  thing  like  corruption,  as  his  ground  of  aftion,  during 
the  late  eleftion.  He  'had  ever  underfldod  that  the  Sheriff 
Depute  was  a  refpeftable  and  worthy  man,  and  it  had  been 
far  from  his  intention  to  have  fuggefled.  unworthy  caufes  for 
his  cohduft  :  whether  therefore  the  gentleman  had  collefted 
his  ideas  of  what  had  pafled  from  private  information  or 
from  public  report, 'his  mind  had  been  mifled,  and  he  had 
written  to  the  honourable  Baronet  under  a  falfe  notion  of 
what  had  been  faid  in  the  Houfe  of  ComoiQns. 

The  ordei:  was  difcharged,  and  the  day  of  confideration  of 
the  complaint  poflponed  to  the  17th  of  riext  month. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read  for  the  Houfe  to    - 
refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  on  the 
charges  againfl  Warren  Haflings,  Efq. 

Mr.  Markham  and  Mr.  AuAetfotV'^tT^  ^^•\m\v«,^'^^^ 
bar  of  the  Houfe  for  ie\era\  \\Q\xY^\ii  ^i>p^ '^^^"^^-^^^'^^ 

Vox,.  XXII.  C  ^^-^^o.^> 


to  PARLIAMENTARY  A.1787. 

Francis,  and  Mr.  Burke.  On  a  queftion  being  afked  Mr. 
Anderfon  by  Mr.  Burke,  relative  to  the  reafons  afligned  by- 
Mr.  Haftings  for  taking  hinj  to  Benares  in  1 78*1,  Major  Scott 
« defired  the  witnefs  might  withdraw,  and  then  oblerved  t6 
the  Committee,  that  he  had  been  precluded  from  having  a 
very  important  letter  entered  on  the  minutes,  becaufe  it  was 
not  the  beft  poffible  evidence,  fmce  the  authentic  record  of 
that  letter  was  at  the  India  Houfe.  Upon  the  fame  prin- 
ciple, it  would  be  highly  improper  to  aik  Mr.  Anderfon 
what  reafons  were  affigned  by  Mr.  Haftings  for  taking  him 
to  Benares,  when  thofe  reafons  were  contained  in  the  mi- 
nute then  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Buvkc.  Mr.  Burke  obferved  the  minute  did  not  mention  a  word 
about  Benares,  and  that  he  had  a  right  to  afk  the  queftion. 

Major  Scott  ,  Major  Scott  contended  that  it  did,  and  that  in  particular  it 
mentioned  Mr.  Haftings'  intention  of  meeting  Dowager 
Pundet  at  Benares. 

Mr.  Burke.      Mn  Burke  faid,  he  did  not  wifh  to  have  the  witnefs  in- 
.  ftrufted  as  to  the  reply  he  was  to  make. 

Major  Scott      Major  Scott  inftantly  rofe,  and  faid,  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  had  prefumed  to  take  a  very  unwarrantable  liberty 
with  him,  which  he  would  not  fufFer  in  filence.     He  defpi- 
'    fed  his  infinijation,  and  the  fneer  with  which  it  was  deliver- 
ed, which  he  declared  to  be  as  indecent  as  it  was  unfounded. 

Mr. Burke.  Mr.^Burke  faid,  he  had  no  intention  of  infmuating  any 
thing  to  the  prejudice  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  but  that 
his  queftion  led  to-  another  which  he  deemed  very  material. 

Major  Scott  Major.  &o«  replied,  that  he  did  not  want  to  ftop  any  ^ 
queftion ;  but  as  he  had  fpoken  to  a  matter  of  faft,  and  as 
tbe  right  honourable  gentleman  had  immediately  faid  that  he 
did  not  want  to  have  the  witnefs  who  had  withdrawn  from 
the  bar  inftru6ted,  the  Major  again  declared  that  the  infinua- 
tion  was  aimed  at  him  ;  that  it  was,  he  repeated,  unfounded 
and  indecent,  and  that  he  would  not  permit  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  to  proceed  to  fuch  an  unwarrantable  liberty 
with  him,  without  taking  notice  of  it.  The  witnefs  was 
then  called  in,  and  the  queftion  was  repeated,  which,  with 
another,  finiflied  his  examination. 

Major  Scott  propofed  next  to  put  fomequeftions  to  Ma- 
jor Popham. 

Ma;e»  Pop-      Major  Popham,  member  for  Taunton,  faid,  he  wiflied  to 

Kaix.  give  no  anfwers  to  any  queftions  which  were  not  of  im- 

portance. 

Mr.  Shcri-       Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  that  if  the  honourable  gentleman  (Ma- 

ddn.  jor  Popham)  underwent  any  examination  by   Major  Scott, 

,  he  and  his  friends  would  alfo  expedl  to  have  the  liberty  of 

pitting  fome  qi  eftions  to  hitn. 
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Here  a  converfation  enfued  with  refpeS  to  the  privilege  of 
a  member  not  being  under  tlie  neceffity  of  anfwering  quef- 
tions  put  to  him. 

The  Speaker  declared,  that  no  member  was,  by  the  rules 
of  the  Houfe,  compelled  to  give  anfwers  to  the  queftion  of 
a  brother  member ;  but  if  a  hiember  fubmitted  to  be  exa- 
mined, thea  he  muil  anfwer  to  the  whole  of  the  exami- 
nation. 

Major  f  opham  rofe,  and  declined  undergoing  an  exdmi- 
nation. 

Mr.  Middleton  was  then  called  in  and  examined,  as  was 
Mr.  Wright ;  after  which  the  Houfe  being  refumed,   and 
Mr.  Burgefs  having  reported  progrefs,  and  alked  leave  to  fit 
again,  it  was  ordered  that  the  Committee  do  fit  again  on    ' 
the  enfuing  Monday. 

The  Houle  adjourned. 

Monday^  id  April. 

The  order  of  the  day  hiiving  been  read  for  the  Houfe  to 
refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  to  con- 
iider  farther  of  the  feveral  articles  of  charge  of  high  crimes 
and  mifdemeanors  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  late  Go- 
vernor General  of  Bengal,  the  Speaker  left  the  chair>  and 
,  Mr.  St.  John  took  his  feat  at  the  table. 

Mr.  Sheridan  now  rofe,  and  deCred  that  a  claufe  of  the 
aft  of  1773  might  be  read.  .It  was  accordingly  read,  as 
follows :  "  No  Governor  General,  nor  any  of  the  Council, 
"  Ihall,  direftly  or  indiredbly,  accept,  receive,  or  take,  of 
**  or  from  aay  perfon  or  perfons,  or  on  any  account  what- 
.  **  foever,  any  prefent,  gift,  donation,  gratuity,  or  reward, 
^*  pecuniary  or  otherwife,  or  any  promife  or  engagement  for 
^  any  of  the  aforefaid." 

The  preceding  quotation  having  been  read,  Mr.  Sheridan 
begged  leave  to  call  up  to  the  recolleftion  of  the  Committee  the 
favour  which  a  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Burke)  had  con- 
ferred upon  him,  when  he  informed  them  that  it  was  his 
(Mr.  Sheridan's)  intention  to  ufe  as  much  brevity  in  open- 
ing the  charge  upon  the  fubjedi  of  the  prefent s  as  poffible. 
In  this  declaration  his  right  honourable- friend  had  certainly 
fpoken  his  fentiments ;  and  as  a  part  of  the  evidence  given 
during  the  courfe  of  the  preceding  Friday,  threw  a  decided 
light  upon  fome  of  the  fails  which  were,  previoufly  to  the 
intervention  of  that  complete ,  elucidation,  in  fome  degree, 
obfcured  and  doubtful,  he  felt,  with  a  redoubled  force,  his 
early  and  indifputable  conviSion,  that  brevity  and  perfpicui- 
ty  were  the  only  matters  neceffary  to  imprint  the  truth  of 
f l?c  fafts  contained  in  the  charge  ujoa  xii&  ^^vc^'^xKraw^  ^^  '^s^a. 
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Committee;  and  to  prefs  home  to  their  minds  a  lively  and 
indignant  fenfe  of  the  enormity  of  the  crimes  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings,  as  exemplified  in  thefe  ieveral  and  diftindUy-alledged 
accufations,  if  either  the  one  or  the  other  point  remained  yet 
to  be  accompliflied.  Honoured,  upon  a  former  occafion,* with. 
the  almoft  unprecedented  indulgence  of  the  Committee,  he! 
would  not  offer  fo  ungrateful  a  return  to  the  liberality  of. 
their  feelings,  as  to  fuppofe  that  they  would  not  do  hirh  " 
thejuflice  to  believe  that  it  was  far  indeed  from  any  great 
willingnefs  on  his  part  that  he  had  been  induced  to  trefpafs 
a  fecond  time  upon  their  patience;  but,  when  he  remember-^ 
cd  that  it  would,  ill  become  him  to  refufe  his  feeble  aid  to 
thofe  who  had,  with  equal  zeil,  in  this  momentous  cau(e>' 
ftept  forward,  as  much  as  it  was  pofBble,  under  the  inevi-* 
table  reflraints  of  an  attention  divided  by  occupations  more 
multiplied  and  varied  than  his  own ;  when  he  corifidered  the 
importance  of  the  proceeding  with  reipedl  to  the  impeach- 
x«€nt  of  Mr.  Haftings;  wher^  he  reflected  howmuch  the 
charaSer  of  that  Houfe  and  its  honour,  and,  what  was  ftilt 
jnore  material,  the  honour  and  the  jultice  of  the  country,* 
were  implicated  in  the  bufmefs;'  when  he  confulted  his  owir 
ferious  and  fincere  feelings  on  the  fubjfeil,  he  coiild  not  refufe 
to  lend  himfelf  to  the  occafion,  and  difcharge  his  duty  by' 
exerting  his  befl  endeavours  to  accelerate  -the  progrefs  of 
tWs  interefling  buflnefs,  by  afEfting  tbdraw  it  nearer  to  that 

,  conclufion,-  ot  which  the  diflance  appeared,  at  lafl,  confide- 
rably  diminifliied.  The^fubjefl  which,'at  prefent,  demanded 
an  inveftigation  was  necefTarily  much  colder  and  drier  tharf 
that  which,  upon  a  preceding  occafion,  he  had  been  fo  li- 
berally- permitted  to  ftate  to  the  Committee.  ■  No  horribla  • 
accounts  of  the  facrilegious  plunder  of  def«ncelefs  parents 
were  now  to*  be  addrefled  to  their  painfully-excited  notice; 
no  enumeratiod  of  barbarities  perpetrated  againft  the  aged 
iand^guiltlefs  mothers  by  their  unnatural  offspring;  but  the 
narration  was  «ieverthelefs  equally,  if  not  flill  more  impor- 
tant, as  it  went  to  eflablifl>  the  flubborn  fa6l,  that  corrup- 
tion had  been  the  leading  principle  of  all  the  a6Hons  of  Mr, 
Haflings  in  India !  though  Heaven  forbid*  that  Mr.  Hafliogs 
fliould  prove*' guilty  to  the  extent  fet  up  by  his  friends,  in 
what   had  beea*  denominated  his    defence!    Perhaps  more 

,  hoftile  than  truly  ferviceable  was  the  anxiety  with  which  the 
advocates  of  this  gentleman  met  the  deferved  attack  upon  his 
flagrantly-reprehenfible  adminiflrntion  in  the  Eafl  Indies. 
They  feem'ed  mortally  to  have  wounded  the  caufe,  by  the  rafh 
eagernefs  which  they  difcovered  to  fupport.it,  and  by  the 
firmnefs  with  which  they  were  determined  to  bring  refiftance  . 
againfl:  every  endeavour  to  aflail  it.  They  appeared  unwilling 
to  admit,  thsit  Mr.  Haftings  ia  India  was  a  taatv  oi  \xx^\xw^^ 
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power,  and  that  by  this  power  he  kept  the  whole  body  cf 
the  natives  in  awe  and  terror.     OnCe,  indeed,  (Mr.  Sheridan 
added)  he  thought  hfm  free  fron^  the  vices  of  avarice  and  cor- 
ruption; but,  now,  he  had  changed  his  opinion,      Thefe 
moft  unfortunate  vindicators,  themfelves  demolifhing  their 
own  frail  plans  of  exculpation,  had  indeed  already  anticipa- 
ted the  accufation  in  that  Houfe;  and  in  no  particular  did 
their   fceal  To  far  outftrip  their  difcretion.     Such  rafh  de- 
fenders of  his  conduit,  'aware  that  fcarcely  any  attainment 
was  wanting  except  a  convifiion  of  the  receipt  of  prefentSy 
^nd  of  an.  accumulation  of  private  douceurs,  to  blacken  the 
Catalogue  of  his  crimes,  and  to  deftroy  all  thofe  pretenfions 
which  could  in  the  minds  of  men  foften  their  afperity,  and 
allay  their  indignation  at  his  enormities,  had  violently  affirm- 
ed that  Mr.  Haftirigs  did  not  amafs  treafures  for  his  owa 
life,  was  not  corr\ipt  for  interefled  purpofes;  and  although, 
perhaps,  improvident  and  profufe,   was  not  mercenary,  and, 
by  a  natural  confequence,  not  rich.     But  it  indlfpenfahly 
behoved  them  to,go  beyond  the  frivolous  attempt  to  efta- 
blifti  fuch   pofitions  by*  myfterious  excufes,  and  language 
fo  implicated  as  to   become  nearly   unintelligible.      They 
fhould   have   placed    their  vindications  of  him   upon  the    . 
broad  and  hnmoveable  corner-fione  of  truth,    upon  down- 
tight,  fair  and  abfolute    proofs;    and  this  the  more  efpe- 
cially,  becaufe,  if  the  points  for  which  they,  with  fo  blind 
a  vehemence,  had  contended,  were  open  to  the   admiflioa 
of  proofs,  the  means  of   introducing   them   were  certain- 
ly in  th^ir  power.  Vainly,  indeed,  had  thefe  imprudent  friends 
br  Mr'  Haftiiigs  exerted  the  faculties  of  their  invention  to 
puz;&le  and  to  confound  the 'mind;  nor  wasjt  aftonifhing 
that  fuch  extraordinary  pains  had  proved  the  caufe  of  raifmg 
tt.  proportionate  fufpicidn ;  for  in  this,  as  in  the  generality  of 
Umilar  inftances,  "when  genius  became  racked  under  the  con- 
fcioufnefs  of  guilt,  the  ardor  of  defence  left  jts  propriety 
at  an  irrecoverable  and  fhameful  diftance.     There  was  an 
infirmity,-  a  weaknefs,  a  fomething  not  to  be  defcribed  in 
human  nature,  which,  almoft  infenfibly,  led  men  to  think 
lefs  of  the  foibles  or  tJie  crimes  of  fuch  individuals,  whilft  it 
could  be  proved  that  they  had  not  been  adhiated  by  mercena- 
ry motives ;  that  they  had  not  proceeded  upon  a  principle  of 
perfonal  avarice ;  and  that  the  increafe  of  their  own  private 
property  had  not  been  the  objeft  of  either  their  rapacity  or 
their  oppreffion.     Swayed    and    influenced  by  this  fort  of 
weaknefs,  Mr.  Sheridan  declared,  that  he  had  been  among 
thofe  who  at  one  time  conceived  that  Mr.  Haftings  was  not 
ftimulated  Co  hisconduft,  as  Governor  General,  by  any  view 
to  his  own  emolument ;  and  that  his  fortune  was  trlfla^>  cowv- 
f^"^^  '  xh  the  advantages  wbwU  1^  ^'vCmi  \iw%  ^^^^^^ 
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b\it  the  more  clofe  and  minute  inveftigation  which  it  was 
his  duty  to  apply  to  the  fadls  contained  in  the  charge,  had 
<u>mpletely  altered  his  opinion,  and  hc/carcely  harhoured  even 
the  flighteft  doubt  of  being  able  to  fatisfy  the  Committee 
that  Mr,  Haftings  had  all  along  governed  his  conduft  by 
corruption,  as-  grofs  and  determined,  as  his  oppreffion  and 
injuftice  had  proved  fevere  and  galling.  In  reviewing  his 
condu61:,  he  had  found  it  to  fpring  from  a  wild,  eccentric, 
and  irregular  mind.  He  had  been  every  thing  by  fits  and 
ftarts*  Now  proud  and  lofty,  now  mean  and  infidious; 
now  generous,  now  juft,  now  artful,  now  open;  now  de- 
ceitful, now  decided,;  in  pride,  in  pafBon,  in  every  thing 
changeable,  .except  in  corruption.  In  corruption  had  he 
proved  uniform,  fyftematical,  and  methodical ;  his  revenge 
a  tempeft,  a  tornado,  blackening,  ^  in  gufts  of  pride^  the 
horizon  of  his  dominion,  and  cariying  all  before  it. 

Mr.  Sheridan  added,  that  whilft  he  relied  upon  the  power 
of  expofing  fully  to  the  view  of  the  Committee  the  criminal 
proceedings  of  Mr.  Haftings,  he  could  not  avoid  obferving, 
|hat  the  nature  of  his  private  tranfaftions  was  fuch  as  ren- 
dered it,  in  general,  extremely  difficult  to  drag  them  out  into 
.  ^a  full  light.  They  were  the  deeds  of  privacy,  enveloped  in  a 
cloud  of  myflery.  The  Committee  (Mr.  Sheridan  faid) 
would  pleafe  to  recolleft  the  hiftory  of  tlie  Aft  of  1773, 
which  was  pafTed  with  a  view  to  deliver  the  Princes  of  India, 
and  the  natives  in  general,  from  the  confequences  of  the  rar 
pacity  of  the  Company's  fervants.  They  mufl  well  remem- 
ber that  it  did,  in  the  moft  clear  and  comprehenfive  term^ 
which  could  be  devifed,  prohibit  all  the  faid  fervants  from 
receiving  any  prefent,  gift,  or  donation,  in  any  manner,  or  on 
any  account  whatfoever.  That  Aft,  when  it  left  the  Houfe 
of  Comnrwns  in  the  form  of  a  bill,  had  no  claufein  it  autho* 
rizing  the  inftitution  of  a  civil  fuit,  but  merely  contained  the 
authority  and  grounds  of  criminal  profecution  of  the  parties 
accufed  of  having  violated  pofitive  injunftions.  When  the 
bill,  however,  came  into  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  although  the 
Commons  had  been  fatisfied  with  the  fair  profpeft  of  a  fu- 
ture fecurity  and  prevention  of  the  evil  which  it  held  out,  a 
noble  Earl,  of  the  highefl  law  authority,  (Earl  Mansfield)ex- 
prefTed  a  different  opinion,  and  had  deemed  it  fo  necefiary  to 
take  all  poffible  means  of  putting  a  flop  to  a  praftice  fo  op* 
prefTive  to  the  natives  of  India,  and  fo  difgraceful  to  the 
BritifKname  and,  charafter,  that  he  inferted  a  claufe,  declar- 
ing that  all  prefents  accepted  by  the  Company's  fervants,  qh 
any  account- whatfoever,  were  the  property  of  the  Compa,- 
ny,  not  meaning  it  as  a  fund  for  their  benefit,  but  only  in 
order  to  found  a  legal  title  to  a  civil  fuit,  upon  what  is  termr 
ed  a  fi£Hon  of  Jaw*    Thu§  fl.rengt\veutd>  xX\e.Vv\\^7>SSRi^\v4 
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went  out  to  India.  The  conftrudlion,  however,  which  Mr. 
•Haftings  put  upon  it  was,  that  by  the  regulating  afl:  of  1773, 
he  remained  at  liberty  to  receive  money,  provided  that  it 
was  to  and  for  the  ufe  of  the  Company ;  and,  under  this  con- 
ilruftion,  he  did^  in  a  variety  of  inftances,  Violate  as  clear  " 
and  obvious  an  adl  of  parlianlent  as  ever  had  pafled;  an  ad 
of  parliament  concerning  the  legal  meaning  of  which  he 
(Mr.,  Sheridan)  was  perfuaded  that  there  was  fcarcely  a 
lawyer  in  the  Houfe  who  would  ftand  up  and  declare,  that 
he  had  at  any  time  entertained  the  fmalleft  doubt,  or  felt 
the  leaft  difificulty.  It  might  be  moft  unanfwerably  proved, 
from  the  words  of  Mr.  Haftings,  that  ev^n  he,  notwithfland- 
ing  his  ungovernable  infringement  of  io  pofitive  and  plain 
a  law,  confidered  the  adl  as  amounting,  under  all  defcrip- 
tions  whatfoever,  to  an  abfolute  prohibition.  When  Colonel 
Champion,  in  his  letter  written  to  this  gentleman,  requefted 
to  know  from  him  whether  he  fliould  be  juftified  in  re- 
ceiving a  prefent  offered  to  him,  the  Governor  General  an- 
fwered,  that  the  aft  was  fo  ftrift  and  fpecific  in  its  injunc- 
tion as  to  admit.of  no  palliative;,  of  no  difcretion  on  the  part 
of  the  •conduft  of  the  fervants  of  the  Eaft-India  Company  ; 
that  it  was  fo  plain  that  it  could  not  be  mifinterpreted,  and 
fp  ftridl  that  it  could  not  be  infringed.  And  furely,  faid  Mr^* 
Sheridan,  it  was  with  this  view  only  that  the  aft  was  carried 
into  a  law  by  the  Britifh  Legiflature,  who  could  not  mean  to 
transfer  to  the  Company,  the  exclufive  privilege  of  that  in- 
juftice,  from  which  its.  fervant.s  were  fo  flriftly  prohibited. 
— It  was  a  libel  on  the  Parliament  to  think  that  they  could 
intend  to  confer  fuch  an  illegal  and  defpocic  power.  Mr. 
Haftings  had  alfo  ventured  to  afk,  whether,  under  the  pc 
nalties  denounced  in  the  claufe,  it  could,  with  the  leaft  flia- 
dow  of  reafon,  be  concluded,  that  if  he  defigned  to  vioLite  it 
by  recovering  money  for  his  own  private  ufe,  he  would  either 
feleft,  as  his  agents,  the  public  officers  of  the  Eaft-India  Com- 
pany, all  men  of  eftabliflied  charafters;  or  pay  the  fums 
which  he  meant  to  appropriate  to  his  own  purpofes,  into 
the  treafury  of  the  Company?  A  totally  overthrowing 
anfwer  to  this  queftion  would  be  involved  in  the  proofs  now- 
ready  to  be  offered  to  the  Committee,  that  Mr.  Haftings  had 
not  fuffered  all  the  little  fums  which  he  took  privately, 
either  to  pafs  through  the  hands  of  the  public  officers  of  the 
Eaft-India  Company,  or  to  be  paid  into  the  treafury.  On  fe- 
veral  occafions,  he  employed  his  own  agents.  If  not,  where 
was  the  poffibility  of  accounting  for  his  declaration  to  the 
Court  of  Direftors,  that  the  receipt  of  three  lacks  from 
Nobkiflen,  might,  if  he  had  thought  proper,  have  been  con- 
cealed from  their  knowledge  for  ev^i^.  Ktv^x!cv\i%\\.^'3vs.^^'5XV 
mthjA  difrefpeftful  haugVitmtts^  >^t*^ft»SCvcv'^^  \^^*^Ol>^ 
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h^ttj  to  Upbraid  and  cenfure  the  Direflors  of  the  Eaft-India 
Company  for  ever  taking  his  condu^  into  confideration,  or 
queftioning  bim  in  refpeS  to  that  whith  they  had  a  right  to 
know.     He,  befides,  libelled  them  with  the  intimation,  that 
tthlefs  they  would  connive  at  his  keeping  his  fhare,  they 
fhould  not  participate  in  tl;e  plunder — ^he  urged  them  to  fay: 
**  for  taking  the  money,  you  are  cenfurable;  but,  m  apply- 
^*  irig  it  to  otir  ufe,  you  are  defervyig  of  praife."    And  fiich 
Would  virtually  be  their  declaration  (a  fpecies  of  logic  well 
calculated  to  fat  his  mind  at  reft !)  if  they  granted  him  on 
this  head  that  full  and  direfl:  acquittal  which  he  claimed  and 
cxpefted-^Befides  his  plea  of  the  conftruSion  of  the  ad, 
which  he  fet  up  in  oppofition  to  the  obvious  meaning  of  it, 
he  vindicated  himfelf  in  the  tranfgrefTion  of  his  orders  from 
the  Court  of  Diredlors,  whenever  their  fenfe  could  not  be 
twifted,  by  the  arguments  of  ftate  neceffity.   This  neceffity, 
however,  which  goes  fo  far  as  to  fuperfede  all  pofitive  inftruc- 
tions,  fhould  be  evident  as  well  as  urgent.     Mr.  Haftings . 
never  attempted  to  prove  the  exiftenee  of  the  neceffity.    The 
doftrine  of  State  neceffity,  affigned  in  every  cafe,  this  new 
•and  firm  ally  of  felf-interefted  rapacioufnefs,  was  not  to  be 
received  on   the  prefent  occafion.     The  point   in  queftion 
would  not  warrant  the  excefs  of  his  prefumption,  when 
pleading  in  the  defeftce  of  his  violation  of  a  pofitive  law. 
Whatever  Mr.  Haftings  might  have  done  with  the  money  fo 
extorted  was  out  of  the  queftion.   If  he  had  applied  it  pro- 
perly, the  meafure  might  be  fuffered  to  come  forward  here- 
after,  in  extenuation  of  his  guilt;  but,  in  the  mean  time,  the 
'Committee  were  to  look  to  his  difobedience  of  orders;  to  hi;i 
infringement  of  the  aft  of  parliament !   Under  this  view  of 
the  procedure,  it  muft  be  manifeft  that  every  rupee  which  he 
received  was  taken  in  full  defiance  of  the  law;  and  that  an 
aftion  would  lie  againft  him  for  the  recovery  of  the  penalties. 
Much  had  been  imputed  by  him  to  the  generofity  of  the  na- 
tives.— He  did  not  queftion  this  virtue  in  the  natives  of  Hin- 
doftan— neither  did  he  doubt  the  expert nefs  of  Mr.  Haftings 
in  working  upon  it  moft  effedually.     For,  with  fo  much 
power  in  his  hands — with  an  army  of  fifty  or  fixty  thoufand 
men — he  had,  moft  certainly,  the  means  of  exciting  in  their 
breafts  the  flame  of  benevolence!  As  to  the  fafts  of  corruptly 
taking  prefents,  they  naturally  divided  themfelves  into  two  ' 
heads;  thofe  which  preceded  the  Regulating  Aft  of  1773, 
and  thofe  which  fubfequently  had  arifen.    He  .would  begin 
with  the  latter,  as  they  were  more  likely  to  elucidate  the 
whole  charge;  and,  firft,  he  would  mention  the  prefent  of 
the  year  1780,  of  two  lacks  of  rupees,  received  of  Cheit 
Sing,  by  the  hands  of  his  confidential  fervaut  Bm's^^y  Sada- 
nund»    The  prefent  was  receWed.m  ^Aitve,  Wx  tvks^x  ^iw^tv- 
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tioned  to  the  Direftors  until  the  relation  of  the  circum- 
ftances  formed  a  pa^t  of  the  contents  in  Mr;  Haftings*  letter 
of  November  of  the  famQ.  year,  and  then  it  was  not  ftated 
from  whom  the  money  came.  In  his  defence  Mr.  Mailings 
had,  for  the  firft  time  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe,  depofed  that 
thp  money  came  from  Cheit  Sing,  and  that  acknowledgement 
had,  perhaps  been  occafioned  by  his  having  learnt  that  an  ho- 
nourable member  (Major  ScoitJ  had  previoufly  declared, 
when  under  examination  before  the  Seleft  Committee,  that 
the  money  came  from  Cheit  Sing.  Mr.  Sheridan  now  read 
Major  Scott's  examination  *  and  commenting  upon  it,  ob- 
ferved,  that  in  one  of  the  ^nfwers  the  honourable  gentleman 
declared,  that  he  believed  Cheit  Sing  and  the  other  native 
Princes  would  much  rather  give  Mr.  Haftings  a  prefent  of 
t\Vo  or  more  lacks  of  rupees,  than  pay  them  to  the  Company 
'as  part  of  their  debt  to  the  Britifh  Government;  a.pofition 
which  clearly  proved  (not  the  generofity  of  the  native  Princes 
hat)  that  the  government  of  India  was  founded  upon  a  fyf- 
tem  of  corruption.  But,  fuch  (it  had  been  urged)  were  the 
prejudices  of  the  people!  Could  it  be  ferioufly  imagined  (and 
this  at  a  time  whilft,  ^s  he  ihould  beg  leave  to  imprefs  again 
and  again  upon  the  minds  of  the  Committee,  five  lacks  of 
rupees  were  due  from  that  Rajah  to  the  Eaft-India  Company) 
that,  although  the  acceptance  of  the  gift  of  the  two  lacks  of 
rupees  by  the  Governor  General  of  Bengal,  was  not,  perhaps, 

^attended  with  a  promife  of  a 'relaxation  in  the  enforcement  of 
the  Company's"  demaod,  no  friendly  and  /educing  hint  had 
bfeen  given  of  (o  generous  a  defign?  A  raw  and  artlefs  nego- 
ciator  might  not,  indeed,  have  thought  of  any  compromife^but 
have  purfued  the  obvious  line  of  condudi  to  one  not  half  in- 
itiated into  the  praflices  of  extortion.  Such  ignorance  of  the 
true  method?  of  procedure  could  not,  without  injuftice,  be 
imputed  to  Mr.  Haftings !  The  boon  with  which  this  gentle- 
roan  was  pri'vatelv  prefented,  did  not,  however,  divert  his  in- 
defatigably  faithful  zeal  from  the  profecution  of  the  demand 
of  the  Eaft-India-Company  ;  yet,  at  the  fame  time,  it  muft  be 
confefled  that  fo  valuable  a  gift  was  no  iriconfiderable  draw- 
back from  the  pecuniary  powers  of  the  Rajah  to  fatisfy  fuch  a 
demand  :  And  indeed,  the  facility  with  which  this  plundered 

.  individual  was  made  to  fubmit  to  private  extortions,  only 
rendered  him  a  more  convenient  tool  to  work  upon  in  every 
cafe  of  public  depredation.  Two  lacks  of  rupees  might  be 
confidered  merely  as  a  palatable  whet  to  the  voracity  of  his  ap- 
petite; and  more  money  was  the  great  cure  in  view  for  an 
inveterate  diforder.  When  that  wretched  invalid,  Sir  Elijah 

*  For  this  and  other  interefting  examinations,  in  detail,  we  bej 
leave  to  refer  the  reader  to  thofe  gublvCkvtd  b'^  I>^\il^^x. 


PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1787. 

Impey,  underwent  a  dangerous  and  moft  fatiguing  journey, 
purely  for  the  benefit  of  bis  health !  With  regard  to  the  rea- 
dinefs  of  the  native  princes  to  make  prefents,  let  a  Governor 
General,  pofleffed  of  all  the  powers  of  government,  and  at  the 
head  pf  an  army  confifting  of  60.C00,  and  fometimes  of 
lOCjOpo  men,  led  and  commanded  by  European  officers,  throw 
liimfelf  on  the  bounty  of  a  people,  and  doobtlefs  (as  he  before  . 
remarked)  an  unbounded  fpirit  of  benevolence  would  prevail. 
Bilt,  to  return  to  the  prefent  of  Cheit  Sing  : ' 

In  his  defence,  Mr.  Haflings  declared,  that  in  1780,  he 
had  formed  the  plan  of  drawing  Mhadajee  Scindia  from 
Guzzerat  to  the  defence  of  his  own  dominiorrs,  in  hopes  of 
)ayingthe  foundation  of  peace  with  the  Mahrattas,  but  that 
the  plan  had  been  oppofed  hy  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr, 

^  Francis)  on  account  of  the  additional  expence  which  it  would 
occafion.  About  that  time,  Cheit  Sing  Tent  his  confidential 
fervant,  Buxey  Sadanund,.  to  Calcutta,  to  endeavour  to  pro-* 
cure  a  remiflion  of  the  payment  of  the  annual  fum  of  five 
lacks  of  rupees,  which  the  Board  had  fixed  as  his  proportion 
of  the  expences  of  the^var.  That  requeft,  Mr.  Haftings  pe-  ' 
remptorilVrefufed;  but  aflured  Sadanund,  that  on  the  reftora- 
tion  of  peace,  the  annual  fubfidy  of  five  lacks  fhould  be  difcon- 
tinucd,  Sadanund  wrote  to  his  mafter,  and  received  a  commif* 
fion  from  him  to  give  Mr,  Haftings  the  ftrongeft  aflurances  of 
his  future  obedience  apd  fubmiflion  to  the  orders  of,  Govern- 
^uent;  and  he  was  farther  direcS^ed  to  requeft  his  (Mr.  Haft- 
ings') acceptance  of  two  lacks  of  rupees  as  a  prefent  for  hi mfelf. 
His  reply  was,  that  he  cordially  received  his  fubmiflion  aiiJ 
aflurances  of  obedience,  but  that  he  muft  abfolutely  refufe 
his  preienf,  which  he  didi  This  (Mr.  Sheridan  faid)  was  a 
fentence  in  which  the  words,  as  the  fa6t  afterwards  proved, 
\vero  a  L'tt/e  ti*anfpofed ;  for  the  truth  was,  that  Mr.  Haft- 
ings cordially  received  the  prefent,  and  abfolutejy  refufed  to 
accept  Cheit  Sing's  fubmiflion  and  obedience;  fince,  it  appear- 
t'd,  that  on  the  aoth,  Mr.  H.nftings  fent.for  Sadanund,  and 

'  told  him  he  had  reconfidered  his  raafler's  offer,  and  would  ac- 
cept the  twolacksof  rupees,  and  the  very  next  day  (the  2 1  ft)  he 
entered  the  minute  under  the  authority  of  which  the  perfecu- 
tion  of  that  unfortunate  prince  vi^as  begun,  and  from  whence 
it  waspurfued  to  his  ruin*.  Other  men^  perhaps,,  diflimilar  in 
their  views  and  temper  from  Mr.  Haftings,  might  have  deem- 
ed it  neceflary  to  return  the  gift  at  the  commencement  of 
hoftilities  againft  the  Rajah;  but,  the  Governor  General,  ftill 
jnviolably.faithful  to  the  great  principle  of  his  fyftem  of  pe- 
culatiouj  relblved  not  to  lower  his  importance  by  giving  back 
that  money  which  he  had  once  fo  condefcendingly  agreed  to- 
accept  !  And^  here,  his  proud  and  furly  dignity  broke  out 
in  ciU  its  pJenitude!  Ha\ing  Xvikeu  ^^xxra  ^^^ivuft-X-^^^^  -ai- 
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though  the  purpofe  for  which  he  gralped  at  it  was  frus- 
trated, he  fcorned  either  to  acknowledge  the  faft  .or  to 
r«linqnifli  the  money.  The.  reafon  of  this  was  obvious. 
Finding  Cheit  Sing  fo  eafy  a  dupe  to  .private  extortion,  Mr. 
Haftings  inllantly  marked  him  out  as  an  objedl  for  public 
plunder.  Having  ftated  this  tranfac^on,  Mr.  Sheridan  took 
notice  of  (what  he  ftiled)  the  ftrange  manner  in  which  Mr. 
Haftings  had  a<Sted  with  refpeft  to»this  prefent.  To  read  the 
whole  of  the  correfpondence  with  gravity,  was,  he  declared, 
utterly  impoflible;  for  fuch  a  mixture  of  the  diverting  and 
the  diigufting,  appeared  in  almoft  every  letter,  proved  that 
tlie  eflFeft  at  once  moft  laughably  ludicrous  and  mofl  ferioufly 
alarming:  but,  he  would- jull  turn  to  an  extraft  or  two  rela- 
tive to  the  cafe  in  point.  Mr.  Sheridan  then  read  a  part  of  Mr. 
Haftings*  letter  of  November  1780,  as  follows:  **My  prefent 
*'  reafon  for  reverting  to  my  own  condudl  on  the  occafion 
**  which  I  have  mentioned,"  (his  offering  a  fum  of  n>oney  for 
the  Company's  fervice)  '*  is  to  obviate  the  falfe  conclulion, 
**  or  purpofed  mifreprefentations,  which  may  be  .made  of  it, 
•*  either  as  an  artific-e  of  bftentation,  or  tl»e  effe£l  of  corrupt 
"  influence,  by  afluring  you,  that  ihe  money,  by  whatever  ' 
*'  means  it  came  into  my  pG^eflion,  was  not  my  own."  Mr. 
Sheridan  commented  on  this,  and  then  ftated  the  condudl  of 
the  Diredlors  refpe6ling  it,  in  all  whofe  letters  refpefting 
prefents,  wer«  (he  faid)  to  be  found  declarations  to.  this  ef- 
fe&y  ^*  Forafmuch  as  you  have  taken  prefents,  we  greatly 
<*  difafprove  of  your  conduft;  but,  inafmuch  as  you  hav6 
"  applied  thofe  prefents  to  the  credit  of  pur  account,  we 
"  highly  approve  of  your  condu£l."  It  feemed  evident  that, 
upon  one  occafion,  nine  lacks  of  rupees  had  been  receive 
ed,  and  only  fix  lacks  brought  into  the  treafury  of  Calcutta: 
The  remaining  three  were  not  as  yet  accounted  for ;  unlefs  it 
could  be  thought  a  fufficient  elucidation  to  declare  that  they 
were  in  the  hands  of  Cantoo  Baboo,  Mr.  Haftings'  black 
bribe  broker.  But,  was  it  probable  that  this  man,  abfolutely 
dependent  upon  the  Governor  General,  and  having  amailed  an 
immenfe  fortune  under  his  aufpices,  could  have  retained  To 
large  a  fum  of  money  within  his  hands  ?  No  !  fufpicion  natu- 
rally, not  to  fay  unavoidably,  turned  round  to  the  principal. 
Yet,  in  their  letter  of  January,'  1782,  the  Direftorsdid  not 
appear  to  be  fatisfied  with  Mr.  Haftings'  account  of  the  whole 
proceeding,  but,  pronounced  it  at  once  extraordinary  and  myf- 
terious.  That  it  was  myfterious,  was  undoubtedly  true;  for  ia 
fuch  facts  as  taking  of  prefents,  and  the  mode  of  applying  them 
to  the  Company's  ufe,  he  would  venture  to  aflert  that  thcr* 
could  be  no  myftery  without  the  excitement  of  a  juft  fufpicip^i , 
pf  guilt.  The  Direftors  in  their  lettefobferved,  *'  It  does  not 
•f  appear  to  us,  that  there  could  be  an^  Ra.1  vxs.<:&^v\  ^^-^  ^^r-- 
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'^  laying  to  communicate  to  us  immediate  information  of  the 
**  channel  by  which  the  money  came  into  Mr.  Haftings'  pof- 
*^  feflion,  Wfth  a  complete  iUu  drat  ion  of  the  caufe  or  caules 
**  of  fo  extraordinary  an  event.'*  And  in  the  fame  letter, 
fpeaking  of  this  fum  taken  from  Cheit  Sing,  and  of  other 
moniesof  afimilardefcription,  they  faid,  "  We  fliall  fufpend 
"  our  judgement,  without  approving  in  the  leaft  degree,  orpro- 
**  ceeding  to  cenfurc  theconduftof  our  Governor  General  for 
"  thistranfaftion."  Thenexttimewhen  the Direflors heard  any 
thing  more  of  this,  was  by  a  letter,  dated  the  22A  of  May  1782, 
as  Mr.  Larkins  had  fworn,  but  not  fent  till  the  i6th  of  Decem- 
ber in  the  fame  year;  and  Angular  was  the  fate  of  this  letter  of 
the  Governor  General,  which  had,  in  fo  extraordinary  a  man- 
ner  been  delayed  in  India  !  This  letter  Mr.  Larkins,  with  of- 
ficious care,  would  not  deliver  until  the  very  moment  in 
which  the  ihip  failed,  becaufe  he  well  recollected  that  letters 
had  been  either  forgotten  or  miflaid,  if  given  to  the  captain 
long  before  the  departure  of  the  veflel.  The  reiblution  was 
thelaft  (hip  of  the  feafon  difpatched  for  Europe;  but,  it  wat 
not  fufficiently  well  manned  to  carry  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral's letter,  although  the  Governor  General  declared  that 
his  good  genius  had  didated  its  contents.  The  Refolu- 
tion  was  thought  fafe  enough  to  bring  him  a  rich  treight, 
many  valuable  bills  and  bonds,  and  a  variety  of  important 
letters  and  difpatches;  but  had  the  Governor  General's  letter 
been  put  on  board  the  veflel,  fuch  a  weighty  cargo  would  un. 
doubtedly  have  funk  her  to  the  bottom  of  the  ocean.  That 
packet  could  only  be  brought  home  fecurely  in  the  Lively. 
It  (hould  appear,  therefore,  that  there  was  fomething  in  the 
very  name  of  the  ihip  which  lent  the  letter  fafety,  and  adapt- 
ed itfelf  to  its  Ayle  and  contents:  And  yet,  this  mod  unlucky 
letter  appears,  indeed,  to  have  met  with  as  many  llrange  and 
iinexpefled  difappointments  as  that  written  by  the  miferable 
Romeo,  and  intruded  to  the  care  of  Friar  John. 

How  equally  unfortunate,  alfo,  muft  it  have  proved  if  the 
Lively  had  been  abfent  upon  any  other  ftation.  Some  im- 
pure article  might  probably  have  made  its  way  into  the  hold 
of  the  ill-manned  and  crazy  Refolution  !  The  fuperftitious 
piety  of  Mr.  Larkins  might  perhaps  have  inclined  him  to 
apprehend,  that  in  fuch  a  cafe  the  Refolution  would  have 
foundered,  have  funk  perhaps  in  the  Ganges,  without  even 
one  convenient  diving  negro  near  to  refcue  the  important 
letter  from  the  devouring  waves !  Yet,  even  thus  refcued, 
the  letter  might  have  fufFered  under  a  total  and  dreadfully 
irremediable  obliteration  of  its  interior  contents,  with  not 
one  fingle  veftige  of  writing  left,  excepting  the  addrefs :  and, 
after  all,  (intrepid  though  the  fiiilors  are)  the  Refolution 
had  not  a  crew  fufficiently  daring  to  venture  upon  carrying 
to  England th&juJilficaUQn  of  Mr,  HoifiLvtv^'^X 
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On  this  occafion,  it  feemed  fair  to  fay,  why  not  fend  the 
letter  to  Madrafs^  for  the  chance  of  a  (hip  from  that  fet- 
tlement  ?  Mr.  Larkins  difpatched  this  letter  from  the  coun- 
try and  to  Mr.  Auriol,  the  Secretary  at  Calcutta;  yet,  he 
would  not  touch  it,  'hut  caufed  it  to  be  returned,  declaring 
that  it  was  contrary  to  the  aft  of  parliament  for  any  of  the 
Company's  fervants  to  write  home  to  the  DireSors.  Thus 
it  failed  in  one  inftance.  Mr.  Sheridan  ftated  how  it  had  fail- 
ed in  others,  and  traced  all  the  circumftances  which  had 
tended  to  impede  its  being  difpatched  by  the  Refolution,  till,  . 
juft  on  the  eve  of  its  being  fent  away,  Mr.  Larkins  advifed 
Mr.  Haftings  to  open  it,  in  order  to  fufFer  him  to  make  an 

^  affidavit,  that  it  was  written  on  the  aad  of  May,  and  to  let 
he  affidavit  accompany  it.  Mr.  Larkins  accordingly  took 
an  affidavit  before  Mr.  Juftice  Hyde,  that  the  letter  had. 
been  written  by  him  on  the  22d  of  May,  from  rough 
draughts,  furnimed  by  Mr.  Haftings.  This  was  a  proof  that 
Mr.  Haftings  thought  the  ktter  of  the  moft  ferious  impor- 
tance to  himfelf,  and  that  it  was  extremely  material  for  him 
to  eftablifh  the  faft,  that  it  had  not  been  written  on  the 
preffure  of  the  fufpicion,  but  that  the  mean  imputation  to 
which  the  delay  expofed  him,  from  the  occafion  which  the 
late  parliamentary  inquiries  had  furniflied,  was  a  matter  to 
be  regarded  by  him  as  extremely  unfortunate.  Undoubted- 
ly the  run  of  much  ill  luck  had  gone  againft  him ;  and  fo 
unpromifing  were  appearances  in  his  favour,  that  it  did  not 
require  any  great  fhare  of  incredulity  to  fufpedl  that  the  let- 
ter was  written,  not  before,  but  after  he  had  heard  of  Cer- 
tain changes  in  the  politics  of  this  country,  which  might 
make  him  at  length  adopt  a  new  opinion,  with  refpedt  to  the 
beft  artifice  for  his  own  fecurity,  and  conceive  that  a  volun- 
tary confeffion  would  prove  one  of  the  leaft  fallible  prefer- 
vatious  from"  detefl: ion.  The  conduS  of  Mr.  Larkins,  moft 
certainly,  was  fufpicious ;  and  Mr.  Sheridan  fa  id  he  truft- 
ed  that  no  perfon  would  do  him  the  injuftice  to  conceive  that 
he  harboured  cruel,  and,  of  courfe,  unworthy  notions 
againft  mankind,  when  he  obferved  that  he  faw  the  work- 
ings of  gratitude  fo  powerful  in  the  hearts  of  individuals  as 
to  eradicate  every  other  feeling  of  duty.  Mr.  Carkins  had 
taken  the  moft  extraordinary  pains  to  acquit  his  friertd 
and  patron,  Mr.  Haftings.  How  well  his  efforts  fuc- 
ceeded,  the  Committee  muft  determine.  Mr.  Sheridan  now 
remarked,  that  he  fliould  beg  leave  to  enter  upon  a  fhort 
inveftigation  of  the  fecond  money  tranfaftion,  which  Mr. 
Haftings  had  reprefented  as  having  fome  affinity  with  the 
former  anecdote i  and  this  was  a  demand  upon  the  Council 
for  money  of  his  own,  defcribeda%\vv«\t\%\«fcvv^^^^\\^^V\sv 

.    the  Company's  fervice,  to  the  aa\o\xu\  ol  xJkvxx.n-^^'^^  '^T^";^ 
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£in3  and  £ve  hundred  pounds,  for  which  he  had  defired  to 
have  three  bonds.  And,  here,  it  feemed  neceffary  to  refer  to 
the  defence  of  Mn  Hailings  refpedling  the  circumftances  of 
this  tranfa£lion.  In  that  defence,  the  Governor  General 
rtated,  that  being  in  the  year  1783  in  aftual  want  of  a  fum 
of  money  for  his  private  expences,  owing  to  the  Compa- 
ny's not  having  at  that  time  fufficient  cafh  in  their  tieafury 
xo  pay  his  falary,  he  borrowed  thre^  lacks  of  rgpee's  from 
Rajah  Nobkifief^,  an  inhiibitant  of  Calcutta,  whom  he  de- 
fired  to  call  upon  him  with  a  bond  properly  filled  up ; 
that  Nobkiffen  fl'/Vcall,  but,  wlien  Mr.  Haftings  was  goipgto 
execute  it,  Nobkiffen  entreated  that  he  would  rather  accept 
the  money  than  execute  the  bond*  In  fliort,  that  he  neither 
accepted  the  offer,  nor  refufed  it,. bat  kept-  the  Rajah,  du-  ' 
ring  the  fpace  of  feveral  months,  pluiiged  into  a  ftate  of 
the  moil  tormenting  anxiety  :  and  now  it  might  feem  reafon- 
able  to  imagine,  that,  at  laft,  the  matter  dropped :  quite  the 
contrary:  Mr.  Haftings  took  the  money,  but  neither  gave 
the  bond,  nor  was  wean  enough  to  think  of  returning  the 
money  ;  his  pride  forbade  it ;  it  was  a  frefli  proof  of  the  dread 
xvhich  the  natives  entertained  of  the  Governor's  pledge  of 
fairli.  *'  Take  my  money,  and  welcome,  faid  Nobkifferi; 
*'  but  place  me  not  within  the  peril  of  your  promife;  pledge 
**  not  your  faith  tome?  I  know- too  well  the  confequences; 
"  1  have  heard  of  the 'treaty  of  Chunar ;  I  have  heard  of 
*-•  the  uiage  of  Fyzoolah  Khan  !  I  have  lieard  of  othery^w^ 
*'  ff4l  circumftances  which  followed  the  mojl  fqlemn  engage? 
'^  ments  of  the  Govisrnor  General  of  India!" 

Thus  did  Mr.  Haftings  fill  thebreaft  of  this  unfortunate 
man  with  painful  apprehenfions,  left  when  he  returned  home 
lie  fliould  find  a  bond  thruft,  perhaps,  underneath  his  door 
;it  midnight,  or  by  fome  unworthy  ftratagem  placed  upon 
his  table.  He  knew  too  well,  that  all  who  hid  been  ho 
noured  with  his  favour  became  irrecoverably  ruined.  His- 
various  guarantees,  his  treaties,  and  his  facred  compa6ts> 
with  every  lamentable  confequence,  were  prefent  to  his  af- 
tii<:^1ed  imagination.  1  he  rapacity  of  Mr.  Haftings  he  could 
tolerate;  but  he  flirunk  with  horror  from  his  proteftations^ 
and  his  pledge  of  faith ;  a  moft  unanfwerable  proof,  that  of' 
all  the  monied  men  plundered  by  the  Governor  Genera!^ 
Nobkiffen  entertained  the  trucft  notions  of  his  chara6te|r. 
In  mercy,  however,  Mr.  Haftings  came  away  from  Calcutta  , 
without  afting  fo  cruelly  as  to  fend  Nobkiffen  the  bond,  or  fo 
pitifully  as  to  repay  the  money;  and,  upon  this  occafion  it  ought 
to  be  recolledled,  that  Nobkiffen  was  notorioufly  the  moft 
avaricious  i'/r/r^-w^w  in  Bengal.;  but,  in  the  defcriptionoftliis 
infatiable  thirft  for  money,  it  was  not  meant  to  draw  ah 
J//Zr\dicus  comparifon  between  tUe  ^i|^'3\\  ^w^  ^  dijlnuvcft^ 
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European  I  He  would  not  infift  on  the  unprecedented  charge 
of  contingent  expences  for  a  period  of  more  than  twelve 
years ;  nor  on  the  particulars  of  this  charge,  which  was 
principally  for  tranflating  the  Mahometan  laws,  which  he 
had  deftroyed,  and  other  fervices  of  a  nature  equally  ufelefs. 
In  that  famous  letter  wh'ch,  in  his  progrefs  to  Lucknow,  he 
wrote  to  the  Direftors,  heliad  the  affurance  to  requeft-that 
this  fura  might  be  allotted  to  his  ufe,  that  he  miglit  not  be 
doomed  to  poverty  and  obfcurity,  after  a  life  fpent  in  the 
accumulation  of  crores  for  tl»eir  advantage.  But  he  had 
gone  farther;  he  had. taken  it  upon  himfelf  to  place  this  fum 
to  his  credit  without  the  cbnfent  of  the  Company ;  thus 
payingy  contrary  to  lawy  a  debt  which  he  had  contradled 
againji  authority !  This  proceeding  could  not  be  juftified  by 
Mr.  Haftings,  even  on  the  principles  which  he  had  himfelf 
laid  down  in  his  x:onftrudlion  of  the  Regulating  A61 :  for 
here  he  muft  acknowledge  that  he  had  taken  money  pri- 
vatelyj  which  he  did  not  apply  to  the  ufe  of  the  Company, 
but  to  his  own ;  as,  whether  be  feized  it  in  the  firft  in- 

•  fiance,  or  paid  it  to  himfeflf  afterwards  wi.thout  authority, 
it  was  exadlly  the  fame.  Hitherto  nothing  arofe,  except 
myjiery  and  obfcurity  in  the  tranfadlions,  and  in  the  defence 
made  by  the  Governor  General;  but  if  the  Committee  were 
difpofed  to  think  (as  he  conceived  that  they  might  be  in- 
clined) that  no  circumftance  could  exceed  thofe  to  which 
he  adverted,  they  were  miftaken — for,  all  was  Jtmplicity  and 
plain  dealing  itfelf,  when  compared  with  what  followed  !  , 

Mr.  Sheridan  now  remarked,  that  he  fliould  next  offer  to 
the  confideration  of  the  Committee  a  manceuvre  (of  which 
the  particulars  were  not  included  in  the  charges)  for  the 
huma^ie  purpofe  of  fqueezing  ten  lacks  oi  rupees  from  the 
Nabob  Vizier,  at  Chunar.  The  circumftances  of  this  tranf- 
adlion  had  be^n  too  recently  difcufled  to  render  much  addi-^ 
tional  information  neceflary.  This  generous  aft  was  to  af- 
fume  the  curious  form  of  the  refufal  of  an  offer  which  the- 
Vizier  "wzsfuppofsd  to  have  made!  Mr.  Middleton,  the  re- 
fident  appointed  by  Mr.  Haftings;  Mr.  Middleton,  the 
identical  man  who  had  gone  yJ^f^  lengths  with  him  before, 
on  a  fudden  became  confcientious ;  aiid,  like  a  tick  with  a 
plethora  oi  blood,  was  fatiated  with  plunder :— quite  gorged, 
and  torpid  1  Even  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Haftings,  that  he  could  not 
think  of  accepting  this  offer,  (which,  however,  the  Nabob  had 
not^  at  anytime  made)  And  Major  Palmer  was  adlually  fcnt  to 
perfuade  him  not  to  ieep  the  refolution  to  which  he  ,had  comcj  of 
prefenting  Mr.  Haftings  with  another  100,000 1.  Thus  by 
a  kind  of  ingenuity,  by  a  perverfion  unknown  in  this  dull 
climate,  conveying  a  demand  for  manv^  wn^^x  \>cv^  \o\^vcv  c^ 

.  decjimns  to  accept  it  I  ConcenVm^  t\vv^  (:uc\x\xv^'^^\^^«>  "^^'^  '^'^  ^ 
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peared  reafonable  to  remark,  that  when  Major  Palmer 
and  Major  Davy  called  upon  the  Nabob  for  the  mon^y,  the 
latter  declared  that  he  had  nisver  before  heard  that  fo  ex- 
traordinary a  demand  was  in  contemplation!  And  how 
deeply  muft  the  merciful  feelings  of  the  Committee  become 
wounded,  fhould  tliey  advert  to  the  contents  of  a  ^letter, 
from  this  unfortunate  and  perfecuted  prince  to  Mr.  Haf- 
^  tings,  in  which,  painting  in  the  ftrongeft  colours  his  ex- 
treme diftrefs,  he  complains  bitterly  of  the  exaflion;  yet 
fays,  "  being  remedilefsy  I  felt  myfelf  obliged  to  comply 
*^  with  what  wag  required ;"  and  then  he  concludes  with  thi* 
artlefs  and  affefting  obfervation ;  "  Blefled  as  I  am  with  fo 
**  compojftonate  a  friend  as  your  Highnefs,  how  does  it  hap- 
*'  pen  that  I  am  reduced  to  fuch  a  ftate  of  miferable  dif- 
*^  trefs  r"  On  this  occafion  Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  that  he  muft 
beg  leave  to  enforce  flrongly  upon  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  the  reafons  advanced  to  juftify  t\\Q  feizure  (for 
it  was  far  from  meriting  a  milder  term)  of  the  100,000  I. 
the  time  when  it  was  paid,  the  manner  in  which  it  was  paid, 
and  the  perfons  to  whom  it  was  paid,  had  been  all  brought 
into  full  view,  and  unanTwerably  fligmatized  as  the  falfeft 
ftatements  by  the  Governor  General :  He  had  written  word 
to  the  Direflors,  that  the  exigency  of  his  affairs,  the  want 
of  cafh  to  pay  the  army  with  him,  and  other  preffures,  had 
caufed  him  to  accept  the  priefent  of  ten  lacks  of  rupees,  at 
the  moment  when  he  knew  that  the  Nabob  Vizier's  affairs 
were  in  a  ftate  of  the  extremeft.  indigence.  Upon  that  ground^ 
he  had  vindicated  the  taking  of  the  100,000  1.  but  it  came 
out  afterwards,  in  the  moft  pofitive  declaration,  that  he  had 
not  the  fum  in  ca(h,  but  in  bills  on  Gopal  Das,  not  payable 
until  the  expiration  of  fome  fucceeding  months.  If  that  were 
true,  his  Jirji  ground  of  juftification  failed  him ;  for  the  im" 
mediate  wants  of  the  army  could  acquire  no  relief  from  bills 
on  Gopal  Das,  which  had  ftill  feveral  months  to  run.  In  the 
lift  of  the  perfons  to  whom  the  money  had  been  paid,  the 
name  of  Mrs.  Haftings  was  inferted.  He  fhould  have  felt 
(Mr.  Sheridan  added)  great  uneafmefs  at  taking  the  liberty' 
to  introduce  a  lady's  name  in  fuch  a  bufmefs,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  her  complete  exculpation ;  but  the  fa6l  ftood  thusr: 
The  entry  of  Mrs.  Haftings'  name  and  thofe  of  the  other  per- 
fons, as  the  receivers  of  the  fum,  was  a  fallacy;  and  it  was 
equally  a  fallacy  that  the  ten  lacks  were  paid  hy  bills  on  Go- 
pal  Das ;  becaufe  that  man  was  at  the  time  detained  by  Cheyt 
Sing;  and  let  the  Committee  aflc  themfelves,  if  the  Gover- 
nor General  would  not  have  had  more  credit  with  Gopal 
Das  than  this  miferable,  moneylefs,  and  ruined  prince? 
Great  part  of  the  fum  given  was  paid  in  rupees,  and  it  wai 
clearly  a  portion  of  the  plunder  of  t\\e  uv\foiX.\xTv;jx^  ^xvcvsi^Sstt^ 


A,  1787.  DEBATES, 

the  mother  and  grandmother  of  Afoph  al  Dowlah.  As  to 
the  Nabobs  his  diftradled  (upplications  were  of  no  avail, 
and  his  treafury  was  fwept  without  the  leaft  attention  to  his 
prayer,  that  his  rapacious  pillager  would,  leave  him  at  leaft 
as  much  as  might  prove  fufEcient  for.  the  ordinary  charges 
of  his  houfehold. 

Mr,  Sheridan  npxt  ftated  the  application  of  the  Rajah  of 
fierar  to  the  Governor  General  and  Council  for  a  fum  of 
money  to  relieve  his  affairs  by  paying  his  army,  the  whole 
amount  of  which  fum  w^s  computed  at  fixteen  lacks  of  ru- 
pees. This  application  was  rejedied  as  inconvenient  to  be 
complied  with ;  but  afterwards  the  Governor  General  took 
the  whole  refponfibility  of  the  meafure  upon  himfelf,  and 
lent  the  Rajah  of  Berar  three  lacks. 

Mr.  Sheridan  now  mentioned  the  complaint  laid  before 
the  Council  Board  by  the  Rajah  Nundcoraar,  and  the  i  f  ,oool. 
taken  from  Munny  Begum,  to  whom  was  intrufted  the 
fole  collection  of  the  revenues.  The  Diredlors  had  inftruded 
him  to  appoint  a  minifter  (a  guardian!)  to  fuperintend  Moha- 
reck  ul  Dowlah,  the  young  Nabob  of  Bengal,  and  manage 
his  affairs  :  The  perfon  whom  he  chofe  for  this  employment 
was  the  ftep-mother  of  the  Nabob  and  widow  of  the  de- 
ceafed  Nabob  Myr  Jaffier,  (an  ienorant  woman,  drawn  ori- 
ginajly  from  the  loweft  clafs  of  life,  and  by  Mr.  Haftings 
from  the  receffes  of  the  Zenana)  to  inftrucl  her  princely 
pupil  in  all  the  arts  of  future  government !  This  curious 
appointment  would  certainly  prove  more  the  fubje6t  of  in- 
dignation than  furprize  to  the  Committee,  when  they  fhould 
dilcover,  from  unqueftionable  authority,  that  it  was  affigned 
fpr  the  valuable  confideration  .of  I5,CX)0 1.  to  himfelf,  and 
the  fame  fum  to  Mr.  Middleton.  Mr.  Haftings*  tranfadlion 
with  Cawn  J^wan  Cawn  was  the  next  objedk  of  Mr.  Sheri- 
dan^s  animadverfion :  This  man  was  appointed  Phoufdar  of 
Houghly,  with  an  income  of  72,ocx)  ficca  rupees  a  year —  : 
of  which  Mr.  Haftings  was  charged  with  taking  half,  befides 
4000  cvllotted  to  his  black  broker;  and  the  accufation  was 
made,  a$  well  as  that  proffered  byNundcomar^  in  full  coun- 
cil. The  Council  propofed  to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  h^ 
and  required  Qawn  Jewan  Cawn  to  anfwer  to  the  fadks  upon 
path;  to  which  procedure  he  and  Mr.  Haftings  peremptorily 
obje«^ed;  and  that  Cawn  Jewan  Cawn  could  not,  by  virtue  of 
his  religion,  take  an  oath,  was  the  weak  excufe  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings; but  in  the  words  ufed  ia  the  anfwer  of  Mr.  Haftings 
fo  thpxharge,  he  might  retort  the  falfity  upon  him.  Cawa 
Jewan  Cawn  was,  as  a  punifliment  for  his  contumacy,  de- 
rived of  his  employment ;  but  on  the  death  of  Colonel 
MonfoD,  which  gave  Mr.  Hafting^v  V>^  Nvc\>afe  ^1\cv%  ^-^^xsns^ 
ibtr,  a  majority  in  the  co^uc\\>\ie  ^us  lix^^^'^  -jx^iofe^Bar 
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tion  of  the  Governor.  He  left  it  to  the  refledlion  of  the 
Committee,  whether  any  circumftantial  proof,  and  the  cafe 
would  admit  of  nothing  farther,  could  more  clearly  trace 

;  the  guilt  of  Mr.  Haftings,  or  eftablifli  the  certainty  of  pri- 
vate prafiices  of  a  corrupt  nature  between  him  and  the 
Phoufdar.  The  whole  was  a  ftudied  maze  of  theft,  bribery^ 
and  corruption,  unparalleled  even  in  the  moft  ignominious 
annals  of  Eaft-India  delinquency.     With  refpeft  to  the  un- 

*-  fortunate  Rajah,  Nundcomar,  he  was  firfl:  indifted  for  a  con- 
fpifacy ;  but  that  failing,  he  was  tried  on  an  Englifti  penal 
flatute,  (which,  although  rendered  by  a  ftretch  of  power 
moft  dreadfully  forcible  in  Bengal,  did  not  reach  even  to 
Scotland !)  he  was  convi6led  and  hafiged  for  a  crime  (for- 
gery) which  was  not  capital  in  his  o'-jL-n  country  !  Whatever 
were  the  circumftances  of  this  judicial  proceeding,  (whicl^ 
might.be  the  fubjedl  of  another  inquiry)  they  could   not 
fail,  of  exciting  apprehenfions   and  terrors   in   the  natives, 
which  would  put  a  ftop  to  all  farther  informations  againft 
the  Governor.'     During  this  tranfaftiony  Mr,  Haftings,  in 
diredl  contradiflion  to  the  opinions  of  General  Clavering, 
ColonelMonfon^  and  Mr.  Francis,  repeatedly  aflerted,  that 
it  was  repugnant  to  the  mantiers  either  of  the  Muffulmen 
or  Hindoos  to  take  an  bath ;  yet  on  a  later  occafion  he  juf- 
tified  himfelf  in  all  his  proceedings  at  Benares,  by  the  affida- 
vits of  perfons  of  the  religion  which  he  mentioned,  taken 
before  the  upright  judge  of  the  fupreme  court  of  Calcutta! 
It  had  been  allowed,   in  the  evidence  given  at  the  bar,  .jhat 
all  India  was  in  confternation  at  the  event,  and  confidered  . 
the  death  of  Nundcomar  as  a  puniftiment  for  having  advan- 
ced  charges   againft   Mr.  Haftings.      Who,   after  fuch  an 
event,  would  dare  to  ftep  forward  as  his  accufer  ?    None 
would  venture;    and  the  Governor  might,  in  future,  pil- 
tage^the  natives  as  he  thought  proper,  without  any  fear  of. 
being,  difturbed  by  their  invocations  for  juftice  !  But,  this 
juftic^,  he  hoped  and  trufted,   would  not  be  refufed  in   a 
Britiliv  PaYliament :  They  owed  it  to  their  own  dignity,  to 
the  fupport  of  the  refolutions  into  which  they  had  already 
entered,  to  the  honour  of  the  country,  the  profperity  of  the 
government,    and   the   rights  of  humanity!    The  prefent 
charge  (he  ftiould  beg  leave  to  repeat)  was  not  perhaps  of 
that  nature  which  came  home  moft  effe6lually  to  the  feelings 
of  men;  it  could  not  excite  thofe  fenfations  of  commifera- 
r ion  or  abhorrence  which  a  ruined  prince,  a  royal  family  re- 
duced to  want   and  wretchednefs,    the  defolation  of  king- 
doms, or  the  facrilegibus  invafion  of  palaces,   would  cer- 
tainly infpire !    In  conclufion,  Mr.  Sheridan^  obferved,  that 
although  within  this  rank,  but  infinitely  too  fruitful  wilder- 
nefs  of  iniquities^  within  this  di(ma\  audupJaaXVoY^^^^'z^^-* 
'        •         •  ......  x\v\\X\> 


A.1787.  DEBATES. 

V 

rinth,  it  was  the  luoft  natural  to  caft  an  eye  of  indignation 
and  concern  over  the  wide  and  towering  rorefts  of  enormi- 
ties; all  rifinff  in  the  dulky  magnificence  of  guilt;  and  to 
fix  the  dreadfully-excited  attention  upon  the  huge  trunks  of 
revenge,  rapine,  tyranny,  and  oppreffion;  yet  it  became 
not  lefs  neceffary  to  trace  out  the  poifonous  weeds,  the 
baneful  brufliwood,  and  all  the  little,  creeping,  deadly  plants 
which  were,  in  quantity  and  extent,  if  pofilble,  more  noxi- 
ous. The  whole  range  of  this  far-fpreading  calamity  was 
fown  in 'the  hot-bed  of  corruption  ;  and  had  rifen,  by  rapid 
and  mature  growth,  into  every  fpecies  of  illegal  and  atro- 
cious violence !  Upon  this  ground,  moft  folemnly  fhould 
he  conjure  the  Committee  to  look  to. the  malignant  fource 
of  every  rooted  evil,  and  not  to  continue  fatisfied  with  re- 
probating efFefts,  whilft  the  great  taufe  enjoyed  the  power 
of  efcapirig  from  merited  crimination,  and  the  infliction  of 
a  juft  punifliment.  He  now  moved,  "  That  the  Commit- 
**  tee  having  coufidered  the  prefent  article  of  charge  of 
"  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors  againft  Warren  Hallings, 
**  El'q.  late  Governor  General  of  Bengal,  is  of  opinion  that 
*^  there  is  ground  for  impeaching  the  faid  Warren  Haftings, 
<^  Efq.  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors  .upon  the  matter 
«  of  the  faid  article.'' 

Major  Scott  rok  next^  And  faid,  I  am  very  forry,  Mr.  St.  V*J°' 
John,  that  it  fhould  fall  to  my  lot  to  rife  immediately  after 
the  honourable  gentleman  who  has  juft  fat  down.  I  axn  fen- 
fible  of  the  difadvantages  under  which  I  labour  at  all  times^ 
but  more  particularly,  after  the  Houfe  has  be^n  for  two 
hours  entertained  by  the  wit,  humour,  and  ingenuity  of  the 
honourable  gentleman  :  but  though  I  cannot  contribute  to 
the  entertainment  of  the  Houfe,  this  I  will  promife  you, 
that  I  /hall  confine  myfelf  to  a  plain  unvarnifhed  narrative 
of  fafts ;  nor  will  I  attempt  to  deceive  you  by  a  mifrepre* 
feiitation  of  a  fingle  circumftance.  I  Ihall  purfue  the  fub- 
je£t  in  the  fame  order  that  it  has  been  taken  up  by  the  honour- 
able gentleman.  The  firft  prefent  is  that  which  was  received 
from  Cheyt  Sing  in  the  month  of  June,  1780.  The  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  faid,  that,  on  the  22d  of  June,  the 
.very  day  after  Mr.  Haftings  received  this  prefent,  he  came 
to  the  Board  with  a  hoftile  minute  againft  Cheyt  Sing.  I 
aflBrm,  Sir,  that  this  aflertion  is  utterly  unfounded,  and  I 
.  fhall  proceed  to  prove  it  incontrovertibly.^  When  Sadu- 
nund,  Cheyt  Sing's  Buxey,:  firft  applied  to  IVIr.  Haftings,  it 
was  to  procure  a  remifTion  of  the  five  lacks,  which  Cheyt 
Sing  had  paid  as  a  fubfidy,  from  the  commencement  of  the 
war.  This  requeft  Mr.  Haftings  peremptorily  refufed  to 
comply  with,  and  afterwards  X.V\^  two  \\c^^  >«^\^  ^^^^>  "^^ 
WJ0  the  hope  th^t  it  could  puic\v2Lfe  fo\\>^^\-M^^^  ^"^^^^^^^ 
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demand,  but  to  atone  for  a  former  refiftance  to  that  demand  ; 
and  it  was  accompanied  by  a  promife  of  implicit  obedienc^ 
as  long  as  the  war  lafted,  to  the  demand  for  five  lacks*  On 
the  ^2d  of  June,  1780,  Mr.  Hailings  propofed  in  coun* 
cil^  the  year  being  then  near  the  clofe,  that  thcfe  five 
lacks  fhould  be  demanded,  and  appropriated  to  a  fpecific  fer-> 
vice*  Mr.  Francis  and  Mr.  Wheler  agreed  to  the  demand. 
It  was  made  fome  time  after ;  one  lack  was  paid,  and  the 
remainder  faithfully  promifed ;  and  here,  Mr.  St.  John^  it 
happens  that  I  can,  from  my  own  knowledge,  purfue  the 
fubje£^,  with  con6dence  that  a  gentleman  now  in  London 
(Mr.  Fowke),  who  was  then  Refident  at  Benares,  will  con- 
firm what  1  fay,  though  I  have  never  mentioned  a  fyllable 
about  it  to  him,  nor  have  I  feen  him  fince  his  arrival,  ex- 
cept for  half  a  minute,  by  accidentally  meeting  him  in 
Bond  Street.  I  was  appointed  in  May  1780  to  command  a 
battalion  of  Sepoys  ftationed  in  Chunar.  I  joined  my  corps 
in  July,  and  had  frequent  conferences  with  Cheyt  Sing  at 
Ramnagur,  who  often  mentioned  to  me  his  inability  to  pay 
thefe  five  lacks ;  and  he  never  ufed  another  argument  againft 
the  demand.  I  went,  by  Mr.  Fowke's  defire,  with  him  to 
the  Rajah,  on  his  difappointing  him  of  the  Inoney,  after  he 
(Mr.  Fowke)  had  been  ordered  by  the  Board  to  receive  and 
remit  it  to  Lieutenant- Colonel  Camac.  Mr.  Fowke  ufed 
every  argument  in  his  power  to  induce  the  Rajah  to  pay  it, 
«nd  reprefented  to  him  the  fatal  confequences  that  might  be 
expedled  if  he  did  not.  The  Rajah  continued  obftinate, 
declaring  his  total  inability ;  and  it  was  after  this  breach 
of  his  word  that  meafures  were  taken  againft  him;  firft,  to  - 
fine  him  a  lack  of  rupees,  and  then  to  march  two  batta- 
lions to  Benares  :  but  if  Cheyt  Sing  had  kept  his  word  with  v 
Mr.  Haftings,  he  had  been  fecure.  Now,  Mr.  St.  John,  to 
the  firft  prefent.  Mr.  Markham  •  has  proved  that  Mr, 
Haftings  took  thefe  two*  lacks  from  Cheyt  Sing  for  the 
.  Company's  ufe ;  and  Mr.  Markham  brought  a  proof  to  the 
Committee,  which  it  was  thought  informal  to  receive,  that 
Mr.  Haftings  took  the  earlieft  poffible  opportunity  to  make 
this  tranfaftion  public  in  England.  Mr.  Markham  told  the 
Committee,  that  he  had  with  him  a  copy  of  part  of  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Haftings  to  Mr.  Sulivan,  dated  in  Auguft,  and 
fent  by  a  Danifti  ftiip,  in  which  Mr.  Haftings  relates  the  , 
circumftance,  and  authorifes  Mr.  Sulivan  to  make  any 
public  ufe  of  the  information  which  he  thinks  proper.  Mr, 
Sulivan  was  at  that  time  Deputy  Chairman,  and,  when  he 
received  the  letter,  Chairman  of'  the  Court  of  Direvftors.  In 
the  month  of  November,  Mr.  Hafting»*4nade  the  commu- 
nication to.  the  Court  of  Direftors.  The  honourable  gen- 
tlem;in  kerns  furprifed  that  it  was  not  doiv^  e;!Li\\%\  \  ViM^^xxx^l^     ' 
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he  knows  that  November  is  the  ffrft  month  for  the  dif- 
patch  of  the  Company's  fhips,  and  that  it  is  only  on  ex- 
traordinary occafions  packets  are  fent  earlier.  It  is  true,  Mr. 
Haftings  did  not  mention  to  the  Diredkors  from  whom  I10 
received  it ;  an  omiffion,  which,  I  am  confident,  was  in- 
tended to  anfw,er  no  private  purpofes ;  and  the  moment  I 
knew  the  crrcumftance,  I  communicated  it  very  generally  in 
England,  and  gave  it  in  evidence  to  the  Sele<9:  Committee.  ' 
Mr.  Haftifigs  perhaps  thought  he  did  all  tliat  was  neceflary, 
1>y  faying  the  money  was  not  his  own,  and  that  he  neither 
cotld  nor  would  have  received  it  but  for  their  fervice. 

The  next  fums  received  •  were  from  the  men  who  farmed 
part  of  the  province  of  Bahar,  Denagepore,  and  Nuddeah. 
/Mr.  Anderfon's  evidence  proves,  that  thefe  were  bona  fide 
received  for  the  public  fervice,  and  that  no  influence  was  at 
any  time  ufed  by  ^r.  Haftings  to  prevent  the  Committee  of 
Revenue  from  realizing  every  rupee  that  was  due  by  agree- 
ment from  them  to  the  Company.  There  was  no  other  mode 
by  which  a  fupply  could  at  any  time  be  raifed  for  the  public 
fervfce^^and  to  the  public  fervice  every  rupee  was  faithfully 
applied.  The  next  fum  was  the  prefent  of  ten  lacks  from 
'the  Nabob  Vizier,  and  his.  Minifters,  pi^id  by  bills  upon 
GopaulDofs.  This  prefent  was  received  on  the  Company's 
account,  and  expended  in  their  fervice  as  foon  as  received. 
The  honourable  gentleman  has  played  upon  the  w^ord  depo- 
Ct,  as  if  Mr.  Haitings  had  put  the  njoney  up,  becaufe  he 
-told  the  Diredors,  "  if  you  fhall  adjudge  this  depofit  to  me;** 
but  the  faft  is  dire6l:ly4he  reverfe.  How  far  the  honourable 
gentleman  will  tax  Mr.  Haftings  for  prefumption,  in  afk- 
ing  th6'Company  to  give  him  a  hundred  thoufand  pounds,  I 
know  not.  ^  Mr.  Haftings  knew  that  the  Company  had  given 
Lord  Clive  fix  hundred  thoufand  pounds,  and  that  they  had 
rewarded  other  fervants.  His  condu6l  has  been  approved ; 
Jie  has  received  their  thanks ;  and  perhaps  it  did  not  to  him 
appear  unreafonable  to  defire  from  the  Company  a  fortune 
adeqiiate  to  his  ftation,  fince  it  was  owing  to  inattention, 
and  not  to  extravagance,  that  he  did  not  poffefs  it.  The  ho- 
nourable gentleman  profefles  to  doubt,  whether  this  money- 
was  applied  to  the  public  fervice,  in  direft  contradi6lion  to 
pofitive  evidertce  now  upon  the  table  of  the  Houfe;  for  there 
is  a  paper,  figned  by  Mr.  Annis,  the  Auditor  at  the  Indi^ 
Houfe,  ftating  the  precife  periods  when  this. money  was  re- 
ceived. The  prefent  was  made  in  September  1781 ;  in  Oc- 
tober above  half  a  lack   was   received ;  in  November'  two 

..lacks  and  a  half;  in  December  near  two  lacks;  in  January, 
1782,  above  four  lackt  and  a  half;  in  February  a  fmall  fum^ 

:  and  in  March  the  payment  was  fuU'^  eorci\\e\j&^%  "wv^  ^^^ 
clofe  oi  the  account  is  this  meinox^tv^um  ••  ^^  '^\v\'fe  'v^  "^^ 
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**  amount  ftated  in  the  Governor  GeneraPs  letter,  aad  May, 
"  1782,  and,  with  other  fum^  received  by  him,  was  ap- 
•*  plied,  in  general,  to  defray  the  Durbar  expences,  to  make 
'^  advances  to  the  military,  and  on  various  Jther  accounts* 
The  particulars  of  all  thofe  other  accounts  are  at  the  India 
Houfe,  and  may  be  produced  at  any  time.  In  fa£V,  Mr. 
St.  John,  there  is  npt  the  fmalleft  reafon  to  fuppofe,  that 
Mr.  Haftings  ever  had  the  moft  diftant  idea  of  appropriating 
to  his  own  ufe  a  rupee  that  he  received,  from  any  evidence 
before  the  Houfe;  and  I  fhall,  before  I  fit  down,  flate  the 
impoflibility  of  his  having  entertained  fuch  an  idea,  by  argu- 
ments drawn  from  his  general  charadler  and  condudl. 

I  now  come  to  fpeak  of  the  times  that  the.  Court  of  Direc- 
tors were  informed  of  thefe  tranfadlions,  and  of  the  fteps 
which  they  took  in  confequence  of  them,  from  which  I  truft 
I  (hall  be  able  to  prove,  that  if  Mr.  Haflings  miftook  the 
law,  (which  I  believe  he  did,  becaufe  very  gave  and  weighty 
authorities  fay  fo)  he  miftook  it  in  common  with  thewhok 
Court  of  Direflors,  His  Majefly^s  prefent  Minifters,  .the 
Board  of  Control,  and  every  perfon  who  has  been  in  a  re* 
fponfible  office,  fince  1780  to  this  day,  except  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  on  the  floor  oppofite  to  me. 

In  anfwer  to  the  fivti  communication  of  the  29th  Septem- 
ber, 1780,  the  Direilors  fay,  the  circumftances  appear  ex- 
traordinary; that  there  might  be  good  realbns  for  concealing 
ihe  receipt  from  the  knowledge  of  the  Board,  but  not  from 
fhem  ;  and  they  withhold  their  final  opinion  till  tliey  hear 
farther,  but  not  a  word  as  to  the  illegality  of  the  aft.  Thil 
paragraph  underwent  the  infpeclion  of  the  Treafury,  when 
Lord  North  was  at  the  head  of  it.. 

The  account  of  the  prefent  received  for  the  Company 
from  the  Nabob  Vizier  in  September  1781,  communicated 
in  January  1782,  arrived  in  England  in  July  1782  :  that  let- 
ter was  anfwered  when  an  honourable  Baronet,  Sir  Henr^ 
Fletcher,  was  Chairman;  and  the anTw er  is  well  worthy  the 
attention  of  the  Houfe.  It  ftates,  tliat  the  Dire6lors  could 
not,  were  they  fo  inclined,  give  Mr.  Haflings  that  moneyj 
becaufe  he  was  abfolutely  precluded  by  law  from  receiving 
prefent s;  and  they  go  on  to  ftate,  that,  by  the  fame  law,  afi 
prefents  received  or  taken  fhall  be  held  and  deemed  to  be  ta-' 
ken  to  and  for  the  fole  ufe  of  the  Company  ;  they  therefore 
approve  of  Mr.  Haftings  having  applied  that  money  to  the 
Company's  fervice,  and  order  him  to  abide  by  the  a£k  of 
Parliament,  in  that  cafe  made  and  provided.  .  This  letteF 
had  the  fand^ion  of  the  Treafury,  when  the  prefent  Mini- 
fter  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Now,  Mr.  St. 
John,  if  there  is  fenfe  or  meaning  in  language,  the  fenfe  of 


A.  1787.  DEBATES.  31 

the  paragraph  is,  that'  Mr.  Haftings  could  not  receive  mo- 
ney for  himfelf,  but  he  might  receive  it  for  the  Company. 

Before  this   letter  arrived  in   Bengal,  and  before  it  was 
known  that  any  parliamentary  inquiries  had  been  commen- 
ced refpcfling  Mr.  Haflingi,  he,   on  the  22d  of  May  17^2,     ' 
fent  them  an  account  of  the  complete  receipt  of  the  Nabob 
Vizier  s  prefetit  of  ten  lacks,  and  of  the  funis,   to  the  re- 
ceipt of  which  Mr.  Markham,  Mr.   Anderfon,  Mr.  Lar- 
kins,  and  Mr.  Croftes,   had  previoufly  been  privy.    ,1  he  ho- 
nourable gentleman  has  been  wonderfully  ingenious  in  hi^ 
defcription  of  tlie  various  modes  adopted  by  Mr.  Larkins  to 
lend  this  letter  to  England ;  but.  Sir,  I  do  hope  and  truft, 
that  when  the  Houfe  fhall  be  difpofed  to  liflen  to  fobcr  rea- 
fon,  they  will  permit  me  to  refcue  the  charader  of  that  gen- 
tleman from  the  afperfions'that  have  been  thrown  upon  it. 
Mr.  Larkins  is  univerfally  efteemed  by  all  who  know  him, 
'    both  in  England  and  in  India,  as  ^  man  of  the  moft  ftri(St' 
f     and  rigid  integrity  ;  as  a  man,  on  whole  honour  and  upright- 
\     nefs  the  flighteft  fufpicion  has  never  been  caft.     I  could  ap- 
5     peal  to  an  honourable  gentleman,    who  has  ably  and  ho- 
h    nourably  filled  the  chah*  of  the  Diredors,  (Mr.  Nat.  Smith) 
to  confirm  all  I  have  faid  of  Mr.  Larkins.     He  has  faith- 
^     fully  difcharged,  for  fourteen  years,  an  office  of  the  great - 
eft  labour,   and  of  the  firft  importance  in  Bengal,  that  of 
^    Accbuntant  General ;  and  I  have  never  heard  one  man  infi- 
;     nuate  that  he  has  acquired  a  rupee,  except  from  the  favings 
r     of  his  falary.     The  oath  of  a  man  of  this  defcription  is  not 
to  be  treated  lightly  ;  and  I  trult  in  the  honour,  the  juftice, 
I    and  the  good  fenfe  of  this  Houfe,  that  a  fpeech  of  wit  and 
humour  will  not  fo  far'miflead  them  as  to  induce  gentlemen 
T    to  form  ideas  injurious  to  a  refped^able  and  abfent  man. 
t         The  honourable  gentleman  afFe<3s  to  difbelieve  the  affida- 
t    vit,  becaufe  the  letter  might  have  been  fent  by  the  Reiblu- 
r    tion  Indiaman,  though  all  her  difpatches  were  forwarded  oa 
b    tiie  9th  of  May,  and  this  letter  was  written  on  the  22d. 
J    An  Ainexpcdled  accident  detained  the  Refolution ;  but  I  put 
^    it  to' the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Francis)  to  fay,  whe- 

0  ther  any  man  in  Bengal  would  liave  fent  a  letter  by  the  Re- 
i  folution  on  the  28th  of  May,  badly  manned  as  flie  was, 
(2  \vith  the  chance  of  lofing  her  paflage,  and  the  certainty  of 
y  making  a  circuitous  and  long  one;  when  the  Lively,  a  faft- 
j  failing  packet,  was  expefted  to  fail  in  a  fhort  time;  and 
(  though  {he  was  very  unexpedledly  detained,  /h«  was  in  fail 
^  the  firft  and  quickeft  conveyance  after  all.  "  But,  fays  the 
u  *<  honourable  gentleman  again,  why  not  fend  the  letter  to 
5  **  Madrafs  for  the  chance  of  a  fliip  tVoiw  lV\^\\c^>  Tio^%  \«i 

1  not  know  the  diflSculty  and  length  o?  t\\e  NO'^^^e  ^\ora.  ^^vw- 

h  £al  to  Mzdrafs  in  May  and  lunef  Doe&Y^ivotV.Tt^^^^'^ 
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Suflrein\  fleet  was  then  in  the  bay  ?  And  does  he  not  know 
that  the  communication  by  land  was  very  precarious,  ow- 
ing to  the  Carnatic  being  over-run  by  Hyder's  horfe  ?  Thefe 
are  all  forcible  reafons  againft  fending  the  letter  by  any  con- 
veyancie  than  the  conveyance  by  fea  from  Bengal  to  Great 
Britain.  But  though  a  gentleman  of  genius  can  mifreprefent 
.  and  diftort  fa£ls  as  he  pleafes,  no  confcientious  man,  I  ana 
fure,  in  or  out  of  the  Houfe,  will  for  a  moment  doubt  the 
truth  of  Mr.  Lakins*  depofition. 

1  come  next  to  the  reception  in  England  of  this  letter  of 
the  22d  of  May,  1782,  announcing  all  the  prefents,  and  the 
following  letter  of  the  i6th  of  December.     Thefe  arrived  in' 
the  month  of  May,  1783,  when  the  Duke  of  Portland  was* 
the  minifter,  and  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  the  Chairman  of  the 
Court  of  Direftors ;  but  no  fort  of  notide  was  taken  either 
by  the  Directors  or  the  minifters,  (to  whom  the  letters  were 
officially  delivered,)  of  fo  flagrant  a  breach  of  a  pofitive  law. 
It  is  true,  the,  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  men- 
tioned it  in  his  fpeech,  when  he  opened  his  India  bill;  but  ra-, 
ther,  as  fufpefting  that  Mr.  Haftings  meant  the  money  for 
himfelf,  than  flating  it  as  a  breach  of  the  law,  to  receive  it 
for  the  Company.     Everv  gentleman  knows  the  fate  of  that 
bill,  and  of  that  adminiftration.     And  now.  Sir,  1  come  to  * 
the  fhare  which  His  Majefty's  prefent  Minifters  had  in  this 
hufinefs.     Mr.  Haftings,  in  his  letter  of  the  i6th  of  Decem- 
ber, 1782,  had  faid  he  was  ready  to  anfwer  upon  honour,  or 
upon  oath,  to  any  queftions  that  the  Direflors  ftioufld  put  to 
him,  relative  to  thefe  prefents.    On  the  i6th  of  March,  1784, 
a  few  days  previous  to  the  diflblution  of  parliament,  the  Di- 
reftors  wrote  to  Bengal,  that  they  had  received  their  Gover- 
nor General's  letter  of  the  2  2d  of  May,  and  i6th  of  Decem- 
ber, 1782,  and  the  accounts;  (by  the  by,  they  had  been  ten 
months   received!)  that  they  did  not  mean  to  cxprefs  their 
doubt  of  the  integrity  of  their  Governor  General ;  on  the  eon- 
trary,  after  having   received  the  fums,  they  approved  of  hit 
bringing  them  to  their  account:  yet,  as  he  had  voluntarilyi 
ofiered  to  anfwer  any  queftions  they  might  put  to  him,  they 
defired  to  know  why  he  conceal^  the  receipt  of  thefe  fums 
from  his  council,  and  the  Court  of  Dire6kors;  and  why  he 
took  bonds  for  fome  of  the  fums,  and  entered  others  as  de-i 
pofits.     By  law  the  paragraph  was  approved  by  thp  right 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt ;)  and  was  it  not  extraordt*? 
nary,  that  not  one  Minifter,  not  one  Lawyer,  not  one  Direc* 
tor,  thougtit  of  faying  to  Mr.  Haftings ;    What  are  ydu- 
about?  You  are  adling  againft  law;  you  have  no  more  right, 
to  receive  money  under  tlie  aft  of  the  13th  of  the  King,  tor 
the  Company^  than  for  yourfelf ;  and,  for  God*s  fake,,  return 
what  yoa  have  received,  and  take  no  moie.    ^^Ixxdtv^xwjr^  , 
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Mr.  St.  John ;  and  if  Mr.  Haflings  has  miftaken  the  Uwi 
every  power  in  this  country  itiiftook  it  too  *< 

This  letter,  of  the  i6th  of  Marcfi,  17841  arrived  in  Bengal 
the  latter  end  of  Augu&;  Mr.  Raftings  wa$  then  in  Oude. 
He  returned  to  Calcutta  the  5th  of  November,'  refigned  his 
government  in  February,  and  arrived  in  England  in  June  fol- 
lowing, having  omitted  to  anfwef  this  letter.  \  He  wrote  to 
inform  the  t)ire6iors  of  his  arri vail,  and  he  told  them  that  he 
was  ready  to  give  them  every  information  in  his  power,  ori 
any  points  that  had  been  omitted  in  the  difpatches.  To  this 
letter  Mr.  Haftirigs  received  a  very  flattering  reply.  He  wai 
publicly  received  by  the  Court,  who  returned  hirb  their  una- 
nimous thanks,  for  the  long,  faithful,  and  able  fervices  he  bad 
rendered  the  Company.  Not  one  queflion  was  then,  or  fince 
a(ked  him^  relative  to  thofe  prefents ;  and  it  was  at  my  inili- 

*^  As,  in  the  printed  fpeech,  of  which  thig  is  a  faithful  copy,  Major 
Scott  has  introduced  the  enfuing  note,  vvc  have  not  hefitated  to.  admit 
it  into  the  Parliamentary  Regifter;  prcmifing,  however,  that  it  is  not 
Incant  to  trefpafs  upon  the  unbialTcd  and  impartial  ground  from  which, 
from  a  refpeft  to  the  public,  in  general^  and  particularjy  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Houfe,  we  coniider  ourfelves  as  not  warranted  to  deviate. 
In  thcfpiritof  this  principle,'  we  beg  leave  to  obferve,  that  the  words 
of  the  note,  although  elucidations  of  what  was  uttered  by  Major  Scott, 
in  his  place  j  do  not  appear  to  have  been  fpoken  in  the  Houfe. 

It  is  remarkable  that  many  refpcf^able  lawyers  in  England  alTert, 
that  Mr.  Haftings*  conftru^iion  of  the  aft  of  the  i3th  of  the  King^ 
was  the  true  conftruftion.  The  words  are^  **  That  no  Governor  Gene- 
**  ral,  &c.  fhall  direftly  or  indireftly^  by  theihfelves  or  by  any  othei? 
•*  perfon  or  perfons,  for  his  or  their  ufe,  or  on  his  or  their  behalf,  ac- 
**  cept,  receive,  or  take,  of  or  from  any  perfon,  or  pcKons,  in  any 
**  manner,  or  on  any  account  whatfoever,  any  gift,  gratuity,  donation, 
**  or  reward,**  &c.  then  follows  the  forfeiture,  which  is  to  be  double 
the  value  of  the  prefent ;  an'd  then  it  is  faid,  ♦<  And  it  is  hereby  fur* 
**  ther  enafted  by  the  authority  aforefaid,  that  every  fuch  prefent^ 
**  gi^tf  gratuity,  donation,  or  reward,  accepted,  taken,  or  received^ 
^'  ihall  be  deemed  and  condrued  to  have  been  received  and  taHen  to 
**  and  forthefole  ufe  of  the  faid  United  Company,** 

In  Mr.  I'itt's  aft  of  1784,  there  is  a  claufe  prohibiting  the  i>eceipt 
of  prefents  "  for  the  ufe  of  the  party  receiving  the  fame,,  or  for^  or 
*'  pretended  to  be  for,  the  ufe  of  the  faid  Company."  THis  furely 
proves  that  the  old  law  was  incomplete,  and  the  claufe  in  the  bill  of 
1784,  as  it  rcfpefts  the  Company,  was  a  new  provifion.  By  the  47th 
claufe  of  the  aft  of  1784,  called  ^r.  Pitt's  bill,  fo  much  of  the  aft  of 
the  13th  <*  of  the  King*8  Majefty*s  reign  as  fubjefts  any  perfon  re» 
**  cciving  gifts  or  prefents,  to  any  penalty^  or  forfeitures,  for  fo  doing, 
**  or  as  direfts  that  fuch  gifts,  prefents,  penalties  or  forfeitures  fliall  be* 
<*  long  to  the  faid  Company,  Ihall  be  repealed,  frotn  «nd  after  the  firft 
•«  day  of.  January,  1785,  provided  that  no  profecutions  or  other  fuits, 
•*  already  commenced,  or  to  be  commenced,  before  the  firft  day  of  \v 
"  nuary,  1785,  upon  the  faid  aft,  ihall  be  affe€Xt4  \)>j  \Sx^  t^^tiVv.%^^ 
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gation,  that  he  wrote  the  letter  from  Cheltenham,  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Eaft-India  Company.  I  was  anxious  upon 
this  head,  becaufe,  convinced  as  I  am  of  the  purity  of  Mr. 
Haftings'  charafter,  T  fhould  have  been  concerned  indeed,  that 
he  fhould  have  neglefled  fo  material  a  letter.  It  was  written 
the'  nth  of  July,  1785,  and  I  have  a  right  to  aflume  in  ar^. 
gument,  that  it  was  completely  fatisfaSory  to  the  Court  of 
Direflors,  and  the  Board  of  Control,  becaufe  Mr.  Haftings 
referred  them  to  Mr.  Larkins,  their  Accountant  General,  if 
they  wifhed  to  make  any  farther  invefligation ;  they  made 
none.  Had  they  had  any  fufpieions,  can  .1  foppofe  10  itl  of 
the  Direftors,  or  the  Board  of  Control,  as  to  think  that  they 
would  not  have  ordered  a  complete  invefligation  in  Bengal, 
by  their  Governor  General  and  Council?  They  neither  did 
this,  nor  did  they  call  upon  Mr.  Larkins:  for  the  letter  fent 
from  Mr.  Larkins  is  in  reply  to  the  requifition  from  Mr, 
Haflings,  not  from  the  Company.  .  Surely  then,  Sir,  it  will 
be  a  refinement  upon  injuflice,  to  blame  Mr.  Haflings,  in 
1787,  for  not  having  completely  explained  all  thofe  prefents, 
when  he  had  fo  far  explained  them  to  the  fatisfadion  of  the 
King's  Miniflers,  and  the  Direflors,  in  1785,  that  they  ne- 
ver called  for  farther  evidence,  though  complete  evidence  wl^s 
in  their  power, 

I  have  now,  Mr.  St.  John,  brought  the  flatement  down  to 
the  prefent  time.     The  honourable  gentleman  faid,  he  once 
thought  Mr.  Haflings  free  from  the  vices  of  avarice  and  cor« 
ruption ;  but  he  had  changed  his  opinion.    He  has  not  aflign- 
cd  a  fingle  reafon  for  that  change  of  opinion;  and  I  will  beg 
leave  to  mention  circumftances,  which  carry  conviflion  to' 
my  mind,  that  Mr.  Haflings  never  had  an  idea  of  converting 
a  rupee  of  thofe,  or  any  other  prefents,  to  his  own  emolument* 
y    I  hold  in  my  hand,  Sir,  an  anonymous  pamphlet,  which  I 
believe  to  be  written  by  an  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to 
roe,  (Mr,  Francis,)  and  it  is  whimfical  enough,  that  in  this 
pamphlet,  Mr.  Haflings  is  not  called  upon  to  prove  how  he 
comes  to  have  fo  large  a  fortune,  but  how  it  happens  that  he 
has  not  a  larger;  for  the  honourable  gentleman  profefles  his 
belief,  that  he  has  not  more  than  feventy  or  eighty  thoufand 
pounds.     I  will  jufi  read  to  you  his  calculations.     If  Mr. 
Haflings  were  a  careful  man,  properly  attentive  to  his  afl&irt, 
his  fortune  would   be  four  hundred  t>ventY  four  thoufimd 
pounds,  and  fradions;  if  he  were,  as  the  world  arc  in  genera^ 
neither  very  oeconomical,  nor  very  profufe,  he  would  have 
three  hundred  and  odd  thoufand  pounds.     But  were  he  as  in* 
attentive  to  his  private  fortune,  and  as  inconfiderate  at  fome 
gentlemen  in  my  eye,  he  would  now  poflefs  two  hondred 
fixty  two  thoufand   pounds.     Now,  Mr.  St.  John,  I  wilt  - 
take  the  amount  of  his  whole  fortune,  and  of  every  thing  that 
could  be  converted  into  money,  or  that  by  any  conftruAion, 

^ould 
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cpuld  be  called  his  own,  and  I  fet  him  down  at  much  lefs  than 
half  of  the  laft  fum.    **  But,"  fays  the  honourable  gentleman, 
-  •*  his  fortune  has  been  expended  to  procure  a  cofrppt  intereft." 
Indeed!    Then  the  money  has  been  miferably  laid  out.    If, 
however,  Mr.  Haftings  was  defirous  of  employing  his  fortune 
for  fuch  deteftable  purpofes,  I  am  the  perfon  refponfible:  for, 
from  the  year  1781,  to  1785,  I  had  complete  power  over  his 
whole  fortune;  for  I  bad  permiffion  to  draw  upon  him  to  any 
amount  I  thought  proper.     But  neither  did  Mr,  Haftings,  in 
giving  me  this  power,  nor  did  I,  in  receiving  it„  ever  fuppofe 
that  one  /hilling  was  to  be  expended  for  the  purpofes  of  cor- 
ruption ;  and  in  faft,  Sir,  I  defy  any  man  to  fay,  that  in  any 
one  aft  I  corifulted  the  private,  or  perfonal  intereft  of'  Mr. 
Haftings.     He  fent  me  to  England  on  great  public  grounds ; 
I  ad^ed  here  with  public  men;  and  though  Mr.  Haftings  is 
perfecuted  andoppreffed  for  the  part  we  took  in  his  abfence, 
by  one  fet  of  gentlemen,  another  fet  felt  the  advantage  of  our 
exertions,  and  benefit  by  it  at  the  prefent  moment.     It  will 
fcarcely  be  called  corruption,  to  have  paid  the  editor  of  the 
Morning  Herald,  fomeyearsago  the  amount  of  his  bill ;  yet  this 
is  the  only  kind  of  corruption  that  I  have  ever  been  guilty  of; 
and  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  others,  more  than  for  Mr.  Haft- 
ings.    It  is  true,  Sir,  that  I  have  expended  a  confidcrable  fum 
of  money  for  Mr.  Haftings,  but  it  Was  openly,  and  avowedly. 
I  fent  him  conftant  intelligence,  over  land,  of  every  important 
me^furjB  that  could  affe£k  his  government;  and  in  fo doing,  I 
have  the  happinefs  to  fay,  that  I  have  performed  very  im- 
portant public  fervices,  though  the  credit  of  them  is  due  to 
him.     It  was  by  a  difpatch,  lent  out  by  me,  at  the  cxpence 
of  Mr.  Haftings,  that  the  firft  intelligence  arrived  in  India  of  " 
the  late  peace;  and  fo  far  I  was  the  happy  inftrument  of  ftop- 
ping  the  efFuflon  of  human  blood.     Perhaps  I  might  go  far- 
ther, and  fay,  that  that  account  arrivitig  as  it  did,  faved  the 
Carnatic:  but  though  I  earneftly  advifed  Mr.  Haftings,  (and 
I  had  weighty  authorities  for  that  advice)  to  charge  under  the 
head  of  fecret  fervices,  thefums  he  difburfed  for  intelligence, 
he  would  not  do  it ;  and  fie  has  paid  above  feven   thoufand 
pounds,  which  ought  ftridly  to  have  been  paid  by  the  Eaft- 
India  Company.    Some  of  His  Majcfty's  Minifters  for  a  con- 
fiderable  time  interdicted  them  from  fending  advices,  and  I 
wa5  ftfting  with  the  leading  men  of  the  Company  in  the  pub- 
hcferyice;.  fafts,  which  feemed  to  be  acknowledged,  when  a 
right  ^honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  brought  in  his  bill; 
but  o^yhicli  many  now  feem  not  defirous  of  preferving  a 
trace  in  their  remembrance.     I  am  not  ftating  it  as  matter  of 
praife,  that  Mf.  Haftir^gs  has  been  inattentive  to  the  ftate  of 
his  oyyn  fortune,  for  I  think  quite  the  contrary;  he  is  not 
however  fingujai:  in  this.     But  furely  it  is  fair  to  argue,  that 

Fa  amaa 
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jEi  man  in  high  flation,  who  had  never  (hewn  an  attention  tp 
jnoney,  would  not  pradlife  the  moft  deteftable  arts  of  corr 
ruption,  to  accumulate  what  he  did  not  want.  But,  Mr.  Sc. 
'John,  I  have  another  proof  to  offer,  and  it  is  of  a  patare  tha( 
I  would  not  mention,  if  I  could  not  confirni  what  lam  goin^ 
to  aflert,  by  incontrovrrtible  evidence. 

When  jVir.  Haftings  was  in  Oude  in  1784,  the  Nabob  Vlr 
zier  and  his  minifters  repeatedly  preffed  him  to  accept  of 
confiderable  fums,  which  he  peremptorily  refufed;  and  he 
carried  this  determination  fo  far,  that  when  in  the  public 
court  at  Luclcnuw  he  performed  what  in  India  is  a  very  fo- 
lemn  ceremony  and  expreffive  of  the  flridleft  alliance,  that 
of  exchanging  a  hat  and  a  tur')an  with  the  Nabob;  he  mad|^ 
a  point  of  it  that  the  turban  (hould  be  of  plain  mu8in  an4 
without  any  ornatnent.  Afcer  Mr.  Haliings'  return  to 
Calcutta,  and  when  he  had  written  to  inform  the  Naboj) 
and  his  minifter  of  his  final  refolution  to  refign,  he  received 
letters  fror,i  them,  expreffing  their  concern  for  his  depar* 
ture,  and  enclofing  a  note  for  five  lacks  of  rupees,  which 
^h  y  thought  he  could  then  accept  without  fcruple.  Mr. 
liaftings  received  this  letter  and  the  note  two  days  after  he 
Jiad  refigned  the  government,  jpft  as  he  had  got  in  fight  of 
the  fliip;  aijd  he  wrote  the  following  anfwer  tp  the  perfou 
who  enclof^d  it — "  I  received  your  letter  with  the  note  eq- 
*^  clofed  in  it,  and  you  may  judge  what  my  reply  muft  be 
f«  to  that :  I  thank  him  for  his  generous  intentions,  and 
f^  hope  ij:  is  only  generous,  not  mixed  with  the  fuppofitio^i 
f^  thaf  it  wa§  neceflary  either  to  recompenfe  the  paft,  or  to 
*'  purcbafe  the  future ;  I  will  not  accept  of  the  money,  I 
*'  am  yet  Governor  General,  and  will  retain  the  character 
<*  until  I  have  difcharged  myfelf  of  all  the  o'Jigations  of  it. 
*^  I  will  not  allow  any  man  living  to  reproach  me  with 
f'  ufing  the  plea  of  juftice,  honour,  and  public  faith  for  co- 
*^  vers  to  my  own  venality" — I  now,  Mr.  St.  John,  hold 
in  my  hand  a  letter  from  Hyder  Beg  Khan  to  Mr.  HaftingSj^ 
lately  received  by  him,  hi  which  he  expreffes  his  concern, 
that  this,  and  another  prefent  which  I  have  not  mentioned, 
were  returned,  and  defires  to  be  permitted  even  now  to 
fend  them'  to  England  :  the  letter  can  be  authenticated  be- 
yond the  poffibility  of  contradidlion,  and  I  am  rej^dy  to  fub- 
jnit'it  to  any  gentlemen  (for  there  are  many  in  England, 
and  fome  members  oF  this  Houfe,  who  perfeftly  underftaod 
the  PerCan  language)  who  wifli  to  perufe  it,  I  am  willing, 
Mr,  St.  John,  to  grant  the  honourable  gentleman,  in  it's 
fulleft  extent,  the  argmnent  he  has  ufed,  that  Mr.  Haftings- 
in  India  was  a  hian  of  unbounded  power,  and  that  all  tKie 
natives  were  kept  in  awe  by  his  power:  let  him  apply  this 
is  ftrongly  as  he  pleafes;  but  what  will  he  fay  now?  The 
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ganger  arrived  about  three  weeks  ago ;  the  charges  of  the 
fight  honourable  gentleman  (Mr*  Burke)  had  then  beea 
fome  tinie  iq  Calcutta ;  his  relation,  Mr.  William  ^urke, 
Jiad  alfo  been  there.  Have  any  complaints  been  received 
from  6ne  of  thefe  fuflering  millions  ?  The  Swallow  arrived 
on  Saturday,  with  letters  of  the  i6th  of  November  from 
palcutta :  has  flie  brought  a  fingk  complaint  ?  Wliat  will 
any  rational  m^tn  conclude  from  this  ?  It  was  known  then, 
^nd  had  bepn  known  for  months,  that  Mr.  Haftings  was 
only  a  private  Englifh  gentleman  without  power  or  confe- 
quence,  but  that  he  was  an  accufed  and  a  perfecuted  man. 
lie  has  himfelf  had  letters  from  the  Nabob  Vizier,  his  mi- 
nifters,  Fyzulla  Cawn,  Salar  Jung,  the  brother  of  the  Be- 
gum, and  is  in  polfeffion  of  the  moft  unequivocal  proofs  of 
their  good  opinion  of  him.  If  there,  were  times  in  which 
they  differed,  that  difference  was  occafioned  by  exertions 
JFor  the  public  fervice,  and  not  for  deteftable  private  views 
of  his  own.  What  fays  the  noble. Earl  who  fo  honourably 
himfelf,  and  fo  advantageoufly  for,  the  Company  and  the 
nation,  fills  the  chair  in  Bengal?  His  opinion  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings h  univerfally  known :  he  acknowledged  it  in  England 
before  he  went  out;  he  has  acknowledged  it  in  Bengal, 
where,  if  Mr.  Haftings  were  the  man  he  is  reprefented. 
Lord  Cornwallis  muft  have  known  it  on  the  i6th  of  No- 
vember. I  have  Teen  letters  from  Bengal  which  mention, 
that  Lord  Cornwallis  fpeaks  of  Mr.  Haftings  with  an  en- 
thufiaftic  fervor;  and  the  fadl:  is  too  noted  to  be  difputed. 
However  fome  gentlemen  may  diflike  to  hear  this,  they 
will  be  pleafed  to  know,  that  Lord  Cornwallis  has  given 
univerfal  fatisfadtioh.  I  hold  an  extraft  of  a  letter  in  my 
hand,  which,  after  mentioning  the  noble  Earl's  opinion  of 
Mr.  Haftings,  adds,  "  I  like  Lord  Cornwallis  exceedingly: 
<*  he  is  mild,  humane,  and  juft;  his  government  is  marked 
f*  by  regularity,  vigilance,  decifion,  and  ftridt  integrity.** 
Againft  fuch  a  mafs  of  evidence  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haftings, 
and  againft  that  moft  conclufive  of  all  arguments,  that  not 
one  of  thofe  ftated  to  be  aggrieved  by  his  a6ls  have  com- 
plained iigainft  him,  we  have  to  combat  only  vague  and  un- 
founded aflert  ions. 

The  honourable  gentleman  has  mentioned  another  prefent, 
that  of  three  lacks  from  Nobkiffen :  I  pafs  by  the  fpeech 
which  he  has  put  into  Nobkiffen's  mouth,  merely  to  pro- 
peed  to  jthe  fa6l,  for  it  turns  again  on  the  point  of  law.  Mr. 
Haftings  did  not  receive  it  for  his  own  ufe  or  benefit ;  it 
was  applied  to  the  public  fervice,  that  is,  to  difcharge  a  fum 
fairly  due  from  the  Company  to  himfelf;  the  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Francis)  knows  it  to  be  fo.  In  a  moment 
p  candour^i  jn  1785,  he  acknowledged,  for  I  then  put  it  to 
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demand,  but  to  atone  for  a  former  refiftance  to  that  demand } 
and  it  was  accompanied  by  a  promife  of  implicit  obedienc^ 
as  long  as  the  war  lafted,  to  the  demand  for  five  lacks.  On 
the  ^2d  of  June,  17 80,  Mr.  Haftings  propofed  in  coun* 
cil^  the  year  being  then  near  the  clofe,  that  thefe  five 
lacks  fhould  be  demanded,  and  appropriated  to  a  fpecific  fcr- 
vice.  Mr.  Francis  and  Mr.  Wheler  agreed  to  the  demand. 
It  was  made  fome  time  after;  one  lack  was  paid,  and  the 
remainder  faithfully  promifed ;  and  here,  Mr.  St.  John,  it 
happens  that  I  can,  from  my  own  knowledge,  purfue  the 
fubje£^,  with  confidence  that  a  gentleman  now  in  London 
(Mr.  Fowke),  who  was  then  Refident  at  Benares,  will  con- 
firm what  1  fay,  though  I  have  never  mentioned  a  fyllable 
about  it  to  him,  nor  have  I  feen  him  fince  his  arrival,  ex- 
cept for  half  a  minute,  by  accidentally  meeting  him  in 
Bond  Street.  I  was  appointed  in  May  1780  to  command  a 
battalion  of  Sepoys  ftationed  in  Chunar.  I  joined  my  corps 
in  July,  and  had  frequent  conferences  with  Cheyt  Sing  at 
Ramnagur,  who  often  mentioned  to  me  his  inability  to  pay 
thefe  five  lacks ;  and  he  never  ufed  another  argument  againft 
the  demand.  I  went,  by  Mr.  Fowke's  defire,  with  him  to 
the  Rajah,  on  his  difappointing  him  of  the  Inoney,  after  he 
(Mr.  Fowke)  had  been  ordered  by  the  Board  to  receive  and 
remit  it  to  Lieutenant-Colonel  Camac.  Mr.  Fowke  ufed 
every  argument  in  hh  power  to  induce  the  Rajah  to  pay  it, 
«nd  reprefented  to  him  the  fatal  confequences  that  might  be 
expedled  if  he  did  not.  The  Rajah  continued  obftinate, 
declaring  his  total  inability;  and  it  was  after  this  breach 
of  his  word  that  meafures  were  taken  againft  him ;  firft,  to  - 
fine  him  a  lack  of  rupees,  and  then  to  march  two  batta- 
lions to  Benares  :  but  if  Cheyt  Sing  had  kept  his  word  with  - 
Mr.  Haftings,  he  had  been  fecure.  Now,  Mr.  St.  John,  to 
the  firft  prefent.  Mr.  Markham  •  has  proved  that  Mr. 
Haftings  took  thefe  two*  lacks  from  Cheyt  Sing  for  the 
.  Company's  ufe ;  and  Mr.  Markham  brought  a  proof  to  the 
Committee,  which  it  was  thought  informal  to  receive,  that 
Mr.  Haftings  took  the  earlieft  poffible  opportunity  to  make 
this  tranfaftion  public  in  England.  Mr.  Markham  told  the 
Committee,  that  he  had  with  him  a  copy  of  part  of  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Haftings  to  Mr.  Sulivan,  dated  in  Auguft,  arid 
fent  by  a  Danifti  ftiip,  in  which  Mr.  Haftings  relates  the  , 
circumftance,  and  authorifes  Mr.  Sulivan  to  make  any 
public  ufe  of  the  information  which  he  thinks  proper.  Mr. 
Sulivan  was  at  that  time  Deputy  Chairman,  and,  when  he 
received  the  letter,  Chairman  of'  the  Court  of  Dired^ors.  In 
the  month  of  November,  Mr.  Hafting»t«iade  the  commu- 
nication to,  the  Court  of  Dire6lors.  The  honourable  gen- 
tleman feems  furprifed  that  it  was  not  done  earlier ;  but  furely 

he 
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he  knows  that  November  is  the  firft  month  for  the  dif- 
patch  of  the  Company's  ihips,  and  that  it  is  only  on  ex* 
traordinary  dccaiions  packets  are  fent  earlier.  It  is  true,  Mr* 
Haftings  did  not  mention  to  the  Diredlors  from  whom  lie 
received  it ;  an  omii&on,  which,  I  am  confident,  was  in- 
tended to  anfwf.r  no  private  ptirpofes ;  and  the  moment  I 
knew  the  crrcumftance,  I  communicated  it  very  generally  in 
England,  and  gave  it  in  evidence  to  the  Sele«^  Committee,  ' 
Mr.  Haftings  perhaps  thought  he  did  all  tliat  was  neceffary, 
by  faying  the  money  was  not  his  own,  and  that  he  neither 
cotld  nor  would  have  received  it  but  for  their  fervice. 

The  next  fums  received .  were  from  the  men  who  farmed 
part  of  the  province  of  Bahar,  Denagepore,  and  Nuddeah. 
,Mr.  Anderfon's  evidence  proves,  that  thefe  were  bona  fide 
received  for  the  public  fervice,  and  that  no  influence  was  at 
any  time  ufed  by  ^r.  Haftings  to  prevent  the  Committee  of 
Revenue  from  realizing  every  rupee  that  was  due  by  agree- 
ment from  them  to  the  Company.  There  was  no  other  mode 
by  which  a  fupply  could  at  any  time  be  raifed  for  the  public 
fervrce,^and  to  the  public  fervice  every  rupee  was  faithfully 
applied.  The  next  fum  was  the  prefent  of  ten  lacks  from 
the  Nabob  Vizier,  and  his.  Minifters,  paid  by  bills  upon 
Gopaul  Dofs.  This  prefent  was  received  on  the  Company's 
account,  and  expended  in  their  fervice  as  foon  as  received. 
The  honourable  gentleman  has  played  upon  the  w^ord  depo- 
Ct,  as  if  Mr.  Haftings  had  put  the  money  up,  becaufe  he 
•told  the  Diredlors,  "  if  you  fhall  adjudge  this  depofit  to  me;'* 
but  the  foft  is  direflly  4he  reverfe.  How  far  the  honourable 
gentleman  will  tax  Mr.  Haftings  for  prefumption,  in  afk- 
ing  the  Company  to  give  him  a  hundred  thoufand  pounds,  I 
know  not.  Mr.  Haftings  knew  that  the  Company  had  given 
Lord  Clive  fix  hundred  thoufand  pounds,  and  that  they  had 
rewarded  other  fervants.  His  condudl  has  been  approved ; 
Jie  has  received  their  thanks ;  and  perhaps  it  did  not  to  him  ' 

appear  unreafonable  to  defire  from  the  Company  a  fortune 
adeqiiate  to  his  flation^  fince  it  was  owing  to  inattention, 
and  not  to  extravagance,  that  he  did  not  poflefs  it.  The  ho- 
nourable gentleman  profefles  to  doubt,  whether  this  money 
was  applied  to  the  public  fervice,  in  diredl  contradi£lion  to 
pofitive  evidence  now  upon  the  table  of  the  Houfe;  for  there 
is  aj>aper,  figned  by  Mr.  Annis,  the  Auditor  at  the  Indi^ 
Houfe,  ftating  the  precife  periods  when  this. money  was  re- 
ceived. The  prefent  was  made  in  September  1781 ;  in  Oc- 
tober above  half  a  lack  was  received ;  in  November"  two 
lacks  and  a  half;  in  December  near  two  lacks;  in  January, 
1782,  above  four  lack*  and  a  half;  in  February  a  fmall  fum, 
and  in  March  the  payment  was  fully  completed ;  and  at  the 
plofe  of  the  account  is  this  memorandum :  ^  This  is  iK^ 
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**  amount  ftated  in  the  Governor  Generars  letter,  22d  May, 
"  1782,  and,  with  other  fum^  received  by  him,  was  ap- 
**  plied,  in  general,  to  defray  the  Durbar  expences,  to  make 
*'  advances  to  the  miHtary,  and  on  various  other  accounts* 
The  particulars  of  all  thofe  other  accounts  are  at  the  India 
Houfe,  and  may  be  produced  at  any  time.  In  faft,  Mr. 
^^t.  John,  there  is  npt  the  fmalleft  reafon  to  fuppofe,  that 
Mr,  Haftings  ever  had  the  moft  diftant  idea  of  appropriating 
to  his  own  ufe  a  rupee  that  he  received,  from  any  evidence 
before  the  Houfe;  and  I  ftiall,  before  I  fit  down,  flatc  the 
impofTibility  of  his  having  entertained  fuch  an  idea,  by  argu- 
ments drawn  from  his  general  chara£ter  and  conduct. 

I  now  come  to  fpeak  of  the  times  that  the.  Court  of  Direc- 
tors were  informed  of  thefe  tranfaflions,  and  of  the  fteps 
which  they  took  iti  confequence  of  them,  from  which  I  truft 
I  {hall  be  able  to  prove,  that  if  Mr,  Haftings  miftook  the 
law,  (which  I  believe  he  did,  becaufe  very  g  ave  and  weighty 
authorities  fay  fo)  he  mift:ook  it  in  common  with  thewhok 
Court  of  Dire£lors,  His  Majefly's  prefent  Minifters,  the 
Board  of  Control,  and  every  perfon  who  has  been  in  a  re- 
fponfible  oflRce,  fince  1780  to  this  day,  except  the  right  ho* 
jiourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  on  the  floor  oppofite  to  me. 

in  ani'wer  to  the  firfl  communication  of  the  29th  Septem- 
ber, 1780,  the  Diredlors  fay,  the  circumftances  appear  ex- 
traordinary ;  that  there  might  be  good  reafons  for  concealing 
the  receipt  from  the  knowledge  of  the  Board,  but  not  from 
them  ;  and  they  withhold  their  final  opinion  till  they  hear 
farther,  but  not  a  word  as  to  the  illegality  of  the  a6l.  This 
paragraph  underwent  the  infpeftion  of  the  Treafury,  when 
Lord  North  was  at  the  head  of  it.. 

The  account  of  the  prefent  received  for  the  Company 
from  the  Nabob  Vizier  in  September  1781,  communicated 
in  January  1782,  arrived  in  England  in  July  1782  :  that  let* 
ter  was  anfwered  when  an  honourable  Baronet,  Sir  Henr^ 
Fletcher,  was  Chairman;  and  theanfvyer  is  well  worthy  the 
attention  of  the  Houfe.  It  ftates,  that  the  Directors  could 
not,  were  they  fo  inclined,  give  Mr.  Hadings  that  moneyi 
becaufe  he  was  abfolutely  precluded  by  law  from  receiving 
prefents;  and  they  go  on  to  ftate,  that,  by  the  fame  law,  all 
prefents  received  or  taken  fhall  be  heJd  and  deemed  to  be  ta* 
ken  to  and  for  the  fole  ufe  of  the  Company  ;  they  therefore 
approve  of  Mr.  Haftings  having  applied  that  mo^ey  to  the 
Company's  fervice,  and  order  him  to  abide  by  the  aft  of 
Parliament,  in  that  cafe  made  and  provided.  .  This  letter 
had  the  fancSion  of  the  Treafury,  when  the  prefent  Mini- 
fter  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Now,  Mr.  St. 
Johnj  if  there  is  fenfe  or  meaning  in  language,  the  fenfe  of 

the 
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the  paragraph  is,  that'  Mr.  Haftings  could  not  receive  mo- 
ney for  himfelf,  but  he  might  receive  it  for  the  Company. 

Before  this  letter  arrived  in  Bengal,  and  before  it  was 
known  that  any  parliamentary  inquiries  had  been  commen- 
ced refpcfling  Mr.  Haflingi,  he,  on  the  22d  of  May  1782,  ' 
fent  them  an  account  of  the  complete  receipt  of  the  Nabob 
Viziers  prefetit  of  ten  lacks,  and  of  the  funis,  to  the  re- 
ceipt of  which  Mr.  Markham,  Mr.  Anderfon,  Mr.  Lar- 
kins,  and  Mr.  Croftes,  had  previoufly  been  privy.  1  he  ho- 
nourable gentleman  has  been  wonderfully  ingenious  in  hi^ 
defcription  of  tlie  various  modes  adopted  by  Mr.  Larkins  to 
fend  this  letter  to  England ;  but.  Sir,  I  do  hope  and  truft, 
that  when  the  Houfe  fhall  be  difpofed  to  liften  to  fobcr  rea- 
fon,  they  will  permit  me  to  refcue  the  charader  of  that  gen- 
tleman from  the  afperfions*that  have  been  thrown  upon  it* 
Mr.  Larkins  is  univerfally  efteemed  by  all  who  know  him, 
both  in  England  and  in  India,  as  ^  man  of  the  moft  ftri(St 
and  rigid  integrity  ;  as  a  man,  on  whole  honour  and  upright- 
nefs  the  flighteft  fufpicion  has  never  been  caft.  I  could  ap- 
peal to  an  honourable  gentleman,  who  has  ably  and  ho- 
nourably filled  the  chah-  of  the  Diredors,  (Mr.  Nat.  Smith) 
to  confirm  all  I  have  faid  of  Mr.  Larkins.  He  has  faith- 
fully difcharged,  for  fourteen  years,  an  office  of  the  great- 
eft  labour,  and  of  the  firft  importance  in  Bengal,  that  of 
Accbuntant  General ;  and  I  have  never  heard  one  man  infi- 
nuate  that  he  has  acquired  a  rupee,  except  from  the  favings 
of  his  falary.  The  oath  of  a  man  of  this  defcription  is  not 
to  be  treated  lightly  ;  and  I  trult  in  the  honour,  the  juftice, 
and  the  good  fenfe  of  this  Houfe,  that  a  fpeech  of  wit  and 
humour  will  not  fo  far'miflead  them  as  to  induce  gentlemen 
to  form  ideas  injurious  to  a  refj>e6^able  and  abfent  man. 

The  honourable  gentleman  afFefls  to  difbelieve  the  affida- 
vit, becaufe  the  letter  might  have  been  fent  by  the  Refolu- 
tioa  Indiaman,  though  all  her  difpatches  were  forwarded  oa 
tlie  9th  of  May,  and  this  letter  was  written  on  the  22d. 
An  Ainexpcdled  accident  detained  the  Refolution ;  but  I  put 
it  to' the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Francis)  to  fay,  whe- 
ther any  man  in  Bengal  would  liave  fent  a  letter  by  the  Re- 
folution on  the  28th  of  May,  badly  manned  as  flie  was, 
with  the  chance  of  lofing  her  pafTage,  and  the  certainty  of 
making  a  circuitous  and  long  one;  when  the  Lively,  a  faft- 
iailing  packet,  was  expefted  to  fail  in  a  fhort  time;  and 
though  {he  was  very  unexpcdledly  detained,  /h«  was  in  fail 
the  firft  and  quickeft  conveyance  after  all.  "  But,  fays  the 
**  honourable  gentleman  again,  why  not  fend  tlie  letter  to 
*<  Madrafs  for  the  chance  of  a  fliip  from  thence  ?  Does  he 
not  know  thje  difficulty  and  length  of  the  voyage  from  Beti- 
^ai  to  Madrafs  in  May  and  June?  Does  lie  not Vltyon^  \Wt, 
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nates  offered  them  to  perfons  of  every  avocation,  and  m 
eyery  department.  It  was  holden  out  as  an  incentive  to  go 
to  India^-You  fee  what  a  fortune  fuch  a  Lord  has  made; 
how  much  wealth  fuch  a  Mr.  has  acquired.  This  was  the 
language  of  that  day  ;  and  thus  was  venality  and  opprei&on 
difleminated  throughout  the  country.  Tlien  it  was  calcu- 
.lated  how  many  years  it  would  be  necelTary  to  fpend  in'India, 
before  a  fortune  could  be  made  to  enable  you  to  return' to 
enjoy  your  fpoils  in  your  own  country  with  thegreateft  pomp 
and  opulence.  To  remove  this  caufe  of  corruption,  rapa- 
city, and  oppreffion,  this  adl  was  paffed.  It  was  therefore 
highly  criminal  in  Mr.  Haftings  to  have  broken  this  law  on 
any  pretence  whatever.  Again,  the  a6l  declared,  that  each 
'fervant  of  the  Company  offending  againft  it  fhould  be  fent 
home  in  difgrace;  that  was  a  part  of  tl^  punifhrnent* 
Could  the  Governor  General  fend  himfelf  home?  In  the 
prefent  inftance  he  was  at  home,  and  had  thus  efcaped  a  part 
of  the  punifliment  due  to  hkrifelf.  If  Mr.  Haftings  could 
clearly  eftablifh  hereafter,  and  in  another  place,  that  he  had 
nbt  adled  in  regard  to  the  prefent s  from  a  corrupt  motive, 
and  that  he  had  paid  all  into  the  Company's  treafury,  or  ac- 
counted for  them  to  their  credit,  fuch  an  afcertainment 
.  would  doubtlefs  prove  a  ftrong  ground  of  extenuation, 
;ir  James  .  Siv  yanu^s  Jobrt/^Gnc  remarked,  that  he  could  ]'K)t- avoid 
'ohmlone,  exprefling  his  difapprobation  of  the  arguments  urged  by  an 
honourable  member  (Major  Scott).  If  it  were  true  that 
]y[r.  Haftings  had  mifunderftood  the  aft  of  parliament, 
that  the  Diredlors  had  fallen  into  the  fa^e  error,  and  that 
the  Board  of  Control,  and  the  Government  at  Iwme,  were 
equally  in  the  wrong,  as  having  entertained  a  groundlcfe 
opinion,  it  was  high  time  to  mark  the  meaning  of  the  Legif- 
lature  by  fome  decilive  meafure.  The  honourable  gentleman 
(Major  Scott)  had  chofcn  to  allude  to  prophecy ;  yet,  for 
his  owni  part,  Sir  James  faid,  he  fliould  not«fcruplc  to  con- 
fefs,  that,  iu  fpite  of  laboured  panegyrics  upon  the. predi6l- 
ing  Ciove'rnoF  C^eneral,  he  reverenced  the  prophets  of  old, 
rather  more  than  the  new  |>rophet  of  the  prefent  aera.  He. 
was  glad  to  hear,  however,  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  repented 
of  his  Eaft-Indian  fins  upon  the  banks  of  the  Ganges,  al- 
though he  greatly  doubted,  whether  all  the  waters  of  that 
river  would  prove  fuificient  to  wafli  them  away.  Innocent 
or  criminal,  Mr.  Haftings,  he  could  affirm,  with  certainty^ 
was  now  in  England  ;  and  with  equal  certainty  could  he  de* 
clare,  that  this  Governor  General  would  find  it  very  difficult 
to  get  back  to  his  oriental  territories.  In  conclufion.  Sir  ■ 
James  remarked,  that  he  concurred  in  the  general  and  an- 
xious wifti,  that  Mr.  Haftings  might  be  brought  to  his  triztl^ 
.1  yet 


A.  1787.     .        DEBATES. 

yet  not  without  fincerely  hpping,  that  he  might  obtain-  a 
fortunate  deliverance. 

Mr.  Burgefs  declared,  that  he  diffe;'ed  tota  calo  t'rom  the  Mr-Burj 

^honourable  gentleman  who  had  opened  and  moved  the 
charge,  and  from  a  noble  Lord  (Mulgrave)  as  to  theij:  con- 
ftru6lion  of  the  adl  of  1773.  He  read  the  words  of  it,  and 
contended  that  the  meaning  warranted  by  thofe  words  was, 
that  the  fervants  of  the  Company  were  prohibited  from  re- 
ceiving prefents  on  their  own  account,  but  not  on  that  of 
the  Company,  He  produced  the  adl  of  1784,  and  read  the 
claufe-  referring  to  the  adl  of  1773,  ^"^  argued,  that  if  the 
aft  of  1773  had  really  been  liable  to  the  conftrudlion  con- 
tended for,  there  was  not  any  occafion  to  infert  that  explana- 
tory claufe  in  the  aft  of  1784.  It  was  therefore  evident 
from  thefe  claufes,  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  not  committed  any 
breach  of  law  contained  in  this  aft.  He  had  not  received  the 
prefents  for  himfelf,  nor  had  they  been  received  by  any  other 
perfon  in  his  behalf.  This  had  not  been  either  alledged,  or 
attempted  to  be  proved.  Even  his  accufers  had  acquitted 
him^of  this  part  of  the  crime.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Mul- 
grave) himfelf  had  not  only  acquitted  him  of  fuch  an  impu- 
tation, but  he  had  even  offered  an  argument  to  fliew  his  in- 
nocence of  not  having  applied  tile  money  to  his  own  pur-^ 
pofes.  For  what  had  the  noble  Lord  obferved  ?  Why,  that ' 
indeed  fo  far  had  Mr.  Haftings  been  not  guilty  of  applying 
the  money  to  his  own  purpofes,  that  na  evidence  whatever 
was  ofiered  to  prove  that4ie  had  committed  this  aft  of  cri- 
minality. If  therefore  it  was  univerfaUy>admitted,  that  the 
Governor  General  had  not  applied  thefe  prefents  to  his  own 
life,  and,  as  the  words  of  the  aft  were  direfted  to  no  other 
intcrdiftion,  it  was  evident  to  him,  he  (Mr.  Haftings)  had 
committed  no  breach  bf  law,  of  which  he  had  now  been  ac- 
CAifcd,  and  which  formed  one  leading  principle  of  the  prefent 
charge  befote*the  Committee.     The  noble -Lord  muft  have    , 

•  known  himfelf  that  the  aft  did  not  interdift  the  receipt  of 
^  prefents  by  any  6i  the  Company's  fervants,  provided  they 
were  not  taken  or  applied  to  their  own  purpofes ;  for  he  was 
prefent  when  the  aft  was  made,  he  therefore  muft  have  read 
it  ?  as  all  who  contributed  to  the  making  of  a  law  fhould 
know  of  what  the  law  confiflis.  No  perfon  who  had  read 
the  aft  with  the  leaft  attention  or  impartiality,  but  muft  ac- 
knowledge the  propriety  of  what  he  had  obferved,  an4  that 
Mr.  Haftings  was  innocent  of  this  part  of  the  charge.  If 
thofe  who  have  not  read  it'would  give  thcmfelves  the  trouble^^ 
he  was  convinced  they  could  not  vote 'Mr.  Haftings  guilty 
of  what  was  npw  imputed  to  him.  Such  was  the  aft,  and 
he  was  therefore  determined  to  exprefs  his  fentiments,  which 
he  Ihopld  never  be  afraid  to  do. in  the  caufe  of  innocence  un^ 
♦     ^     .  ^  G  a  V^"^ 
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gatiork,  that  he  wrote  the  letter  from  Cheltenham,  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Eaft-India  Company.  I  was  anxious  upon 
this  head,  becaufe,  convinced  as  I  am  of  the  purity  of  Mr. 
Haftings'  charafter,  T  fhould  have  been  concerned  indeed,  that 
he  fhould  have  neglefled  fo  material  a  letter.  It  was  written 
the' nth  of  July,  1785,  and  I  have  a  right  to  aflume  in  ar-, 
gument,  that  it  was  completely  fatisfaSory  to  the  Court  of 
Direflors,  and  the  Board  of  Control,  becaufe  Mr.  Haftings 
referred  them  to  Mr.  Larkins,  their  Accountant  General,  if 
they  wifhed  to  make  any  farther  invefligation ;  they  made 
none.  Had  they  had  any  fufpieions,  can . I  fojppofe  to  itl  of 
the  Direftors,  or  the  Board  of  Control,  as  to  think  that  they 
would  not  have  ordered  a  complete  invefligation  in  Bengal, 
by  their  Governor  General  and  Council?  They  neither  did 
this,  nor  did  they  call  upon  Mr.  Larkins:  for  the  letter  ient 
from  Mr.  Larkins  is  in  reply  to  the  requifition  from  Mr. 
Haflings,  not  from  the  Company.  .  Surely  then,  Sir,  it  will 
be  a  refinement  upon  injuflice,  to  blame  Mr.  Haflings,  In 
1787,  for  not  having  completely  explained  all  thofe  prefcnts, 
when  he  had  fo  far  explained  them  to  the  fatisfadion  of  the 
King's  Miniflers,  and  the  Direflors,  in  1785,  that  they  ne» 
ver  called  for  farther  evidence,  though  complete  evidence  wi^s 
in  their  power, 

I  have  now,  Mr.  St.  John,  brought  the  flatement  down  to 
the  prefent  time.     The  honourable  gentleman  faid,  he  once 
thought  Mr.  Haflings  free  from  the  vices  of  avarice  and  cor« 
ruption  ;  but  he  had  changed  his  opinion.    He  has  not  aflign- 
cd  a  fingle  reafon  for  that  change  of  opinion;  and  I  will  beg 
leave  to  mention  circumftances,  which  carry  conviflion  to 
my  mind,  that  Mr.  Haflings  never  had  an  idea  of  converting 
a  rupee  of  thofe,  or  any  other  prefents,  to  his  own  emolument. 
y    I  hold  in  my  hand,  Sir,  an  anonymous  pamphlet,  which  I 
believe  to  be  written  by  an  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to 
me,  (Mr.  Francis,)  and  it  is  whimficai  enough,  that  in  this 
pamphlet,  Mr.  Haflings  is  not  called  upon  to  prove  how  he 
comes  to  have  fo  large  a  fortune,  but  how  it  happens  that  he 
has  not  a  larger;  for  the  honourable  gentleman  profefles  his 
belief,  that  he  has  not  more  than  feventy  or  eighty  thoufand 
pounds.     I  will  jufi  read  to  you  his  calculations.     If  Mr. 
Haflings  were  a  careful  man,  properly  attentive  to  his  aflBitrs, 
his  fortune  would   be  four  hundred  t>venty  four  thouiand 
pounds,  and  fra£lions;  if  he  were,  as  the  world  are  in  general, 
neither  very  oeconomical,  nor  very  profufe,  he  would  have 
three  hundred  and  odd  thoufand  pounds.     But  were  he  as  in- 
attentive to  his  private  fortune,  and  as  inconfiderate  as  fome 
gentlemen  in  my  eye,  he  would  now  pofliefs  two  hondred 
fixty  two  thoufand  pounds.     Now,  Mr.  St.  John,  I  writ 
take  the  amount  of  his  vyhole  fortune,  and  of  every  thing  that 
could  be  cotiverted  into  money,  or  tJhatb^  aiu^  cotv^xxiKxatv, 
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cpuld  be  called  his  own,  and  I  fet  him  down  at  much  lefs  than 
half  of  the  laft  fum.    **  But,"  fays  the  honourable  gentleman, 
-  •*  his  fortune  has  been  expended  to  procure  a  cofrppt  intereft." 
Indeed!    Then  the  money  has  been  miferably  laid  out.    If, 
however,  Mr,  Haftings  was  defirous  of  employing  his  fortune 
for  fuch  deteft able  pur pofes,  I  am  the  perfon  refponfible:  for, 
from  the  year  1781,  to  1785,  I  had  complete  power  over  his 
whole  fortune;  for  I  had  permiffion  to  draw  upon  him  to  any 
amount  I  thought  proper.     But  neither  did  Mr,  Haftings,  in 
giving  me  this  power,  nor  did  I,  in  receiving  it,,  ever  fuppofe 
that  one  fhiliing  was  to  be  expended  for  the  purpofes  of  cor- 
ruption ;  and  in  faft,  Sir,  I  defy  any  man  to  fay,  that  in  any 
one  aft  I  cohfuited  the  private,  or  perfonal  intereft  of'  Mr. 
Haftings.     He  fent  me  to  England  on  great  public  grounds ; 
I  ad^ed  here  with  public  men;  and  though  Mr.  Haftings  is 
perfecuted  andoppreffed  for  the  part  we  took  in  his  abfence, 
by  one  fet  of  gentlemen,  another  fet  felt  the  advantage  of  our 
exertions,  and  benefit  by  it  at  the  prefent  moment.     It  will 
fcarcely  be  called  corruption,  to  have  paid  the  editor  of  the 
Morning  Herald,  fome  years  ago  the  amount  of  his  bill ;  yet  this 
is  the  only  kind  of  corruption  that  I  have  ever  been  guilty  of; 
and  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  others,  more  than  for  Mr.  Haft- 
ings.    It  is  true.  Sir,  that  I  have  expended  a  confidcrable  fum 
of  money  for  Mr.  Haftings,  but  it  Was  openly,  and  avowedly. 
I  fent  him  conftant  intelligence,  over  land,  ot  every  important 
me^furjB  that  could  affe£k  his  government;  and  in  fo doing,  I 
have  the  happinefs  to  fay,  that  t  have  performed  very  im- 
portant public  fervices,  though  the  credit  of  them  is  due  to 
him.     It  was  by  a  difpatch,  lent  out  by  me,  at  the  expence 
of  Mr.  Haftings,  that  the  firft  intelligence  arrived  in  India  of 
the  late  peace;  and  fo  far  I  was  the  happy  inftrument  of  ftop- 
ping  the  efFuflon  of  human  blood.     Perhaps  I  might  go  far- 
ther, and  fay,  that  that  account  arrivitig  as  it  did,  faved  the 
Carnatic:  but  though  I  earneftly  advifed  Mr.  Haftings,  (and 
I  had  weighty  authorities  for  that  advice)  to  charge  under  the 
head  of  fecret  fervices,  thefums  he  difburfed  for  intelligence, 
he  would  not  do  it ;  and  fie  has  paid  above  feven   thoufand 
pounds,  which  ought  ftridly  to  have  been  paid  by  the  Eaft- 
Tndia  Company.    Some  of  His  Majcft.y's  Minifters  for  a  con- 
fiderable  time  interdided  them  from  fending  advices,  and  I 
wa5  ftfting  with  the  leading  men  of  the  Company  in  the  pub- 
lic fery  ice;,  fads,  which  feemed  to  be  acknowledged,  when  a 
right  Jbonourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  brought  in  his  bill; 
bv»t  o^yhich  many  now  feem  not  defirous  of  preferving  a 
trace  iq^heir  remembrance.     I  am  not  ftating  it  as  matter  of 
praife,  that  Mf.  Haftir^gs  has  been  inattentive  to  the  ftate  of 
bis  OWQ  fqrtuop,  for  I  think  quite  the  contrary ;  he  is  not 
however  fingular  in  this.    But  furely  it  is  {;xvi  \q  ^x^^^  ^^t. 
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them  to  fupply  the  exigeitcies  of  the  public  fervice,  and  had 
s         always  applied  them  to  that  fole  purpofe,  this,  though  not  a 
juftification  of  the  condud,  would  be,  at  leaft,  a  dimini-    . 
tion  of  the  offence*     But  no  fuch  palliation  as  this  appeared 
ill  the  tranfadiion ;  and  though  it  was  not  abfoiutely  proved 
that  Mr,  Haftings  had  not  converted  this  money  to  the  public 
fervice,  yet  there  was  very    ftrong    ground   for  fomething 
more  than  fufpicion,  and  his  avoiding  to  give  any  explana- 
,   tion  of  the  bufmefs,  though  ordered  to  do  fo  by  the  Court 
of  DireSors,  made  every  circumflance  ftill  more  fufpicious 
and  unfavourable, 
Ir.  Shcri-       Mr,  Shfffdart  begged  leave  to  remind  the  right  honourable 
*^  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  that  of  all  infmuations  whatfoever, 

that  which  might  have  fixed  upon  the  minds  of  the  Com* 
nfittee  even  the  fhadow  of  a  fufpicion  that  Mr,  Larkins  had 
proved  guilty  of  corrupt  and  wilful  perjury,  was  the  moft 
'  diftant  from  his  idea.  The  whole  of  what  he  meant  to  in- 
timate was,  that  an  incontrovertible  faft  flood  forward,  * 
which,  in  its  nature,  afcertained,  that  Mr,  Larkins  had 
.  depofed,  upon  oath,  to  the  truth  of  fome  points,  which 
nioft  certainly  did  not  fall  within  his  own  immediate  know- 
ledge ;  and,  doubtlefs,  it  was  fair  for  him  (Mr,  Sheridan) 
to  take  this  juftifiably-drawn  conclufion,  in  aid  of  fucb 
proofs  as  it  became  requifite  to  eftiihlifli  from  the  letter  in 
queftion,  Mr,  Sheridan  trufted,  that  it  was  fcarcely  need'' 
ful  for  him  to  add,  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Grenville)  could  not  poffibly  fuppofe,  that  if  any  folid 
ground  for  a  charge  of  perjury  had  exifted,  he  would  not 
have  made  it  openly ;  and  in  that  fpirit  of  difdain  with  which' 
no  man  confidered  the  bafe  darknefs  of  infinuation  morQ 
heartily  than  himfelf,  * 

rr.Grcn*  '      Mr.  Grenville  anfwered,  that  he  could  aflure  the  honoura-* 
"^^^  ble  gentleman,  that  it  was  far  from  his  meaning  to  impute 

any   fuch  charge  to  him,  but  barely  to  fay,,  what  he  ftill 
thought,  that  the  drift  of  his  argument  did  not  ftand  in  need 
of  the  introdu6i:ion  of  his  pleafantry  concerning  Mr.  Lar-*' 
kins  and  the  letter.     As  to  the  reft,  he  rejoiced  to  find  that  ; 
^he  honourable  gentleman  had,  with  his  habitual  candour,  fq 
fatisfaftorily  explained  his  meaning, 
lajorScotf      Major  5<:o//,  in  reply  to  Lord  Mulgrave,  who  had  afferted    ' 
'     that  it  was  a  fhabby  defence,  to  plead  that  Mr,  Haftings  had 
miftaken  the  law,  and  that  it  was  a  diabolical  dodlrineto  ad-^ 
vande,  that  the  Englifti  fecurity  in  India  depended  on  our 
keeping  the  native  Princes  in  ignorance,  faid,  I  muft  trefpafs 
upon  the  indulgence  of  the  Committee  for  a  very  fhort  time,*    . 
if  they  will  permit  me,  in  order  to  obviate  two  objeftions" 
that  have  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  below  me.     It  is  not,- 
-  5//>  from  any  convidtion  in  my  ovja  wv\v\dL^  ^^\^\.\  ^'<s^  \<lVt^ 
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Haftings  miftook  th^  law,  but  when  great  and  refpeSaJ)!© 
authorities  in  England  aflert  it,  I  am  defirous  of  bowing  to 
their  opinions ;  but  this  I  contend,  Mr.  St.  John,  that  the 
noble  Lord  is  totally  unfounded  in  faying,  that  Mr.  Haf- 
tings, when  he  received  the  bill,  had  a  different  opinion  of 
it ;  and  this,  which  is  the  main  point,  I  am  very  confident 
I  fliall  be  able  to  prove,  even  from  thofe  circumftances  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  adduced,  to  prove  the  reverfe.  The 
noble  Lord  fays,  that  when  Colonel  Champion  applied  for 
permiffion  to  divide  ten  lacks,  given  by  SujahDowlahtoour 
vidlorious  army,  Mr.  Haftings  refufed  his  confent,  becaufe 
it  would  be  in  breach  of  the  new  a£l  juft  then  arrived;  and 
to  oppofe  it,  would  be  to  incui  the  penalty :  but  will  the 
noble  Lord  go  on  a  little  farther,  and  he  will  find,  that  Mr. 
Haftings  propofed,  in  November  1774,  that  the  govern- 
ment of  Bengal  Ihould  do  all  that  was  in  their  power,  name-  • 
ly,  receive  the  money  as  a  depofit,  and  fubmit  it  to  the 
Court  of  Drreftors  to  take  fuch  fteps  as  they  thought  proper, 
in  their  wifdom,  to  fecure  the  money  to  the  army.  What 
did  the  Direftors  do  ?  Why  they  approved  of  the  money 
remaining  as  a  depofit;  and  after  repeated  reprefentations , 

^  from  Bengal,  they,  with  the  fanition  of  the  Board  of  Con- 
trol, have  given  that  money  to  the  army  which  ferved  in  the 
Rohilla  campaign;  yet,  by  the  noble  Lord's  dodtrine,  they 
have  all  a6led  again  ft  law. 

Now  obferye,  Mr.  St.  John,  what  Mr.  Haftings  did  on 
another  occafion.  On  the  31ft  of  Oftober,  1774,  a  few 
days  after  the  eftablifliment  of  the  Supreme  Council,  he 
brought  to  the  Board  two  bags,  one  containing  147  gold 
mohrs,  the  other  containing  327  rupees,  being  the  nuzzars 
he  had  received  fince  the  dperation  of  the  new  adt.  He  gave 
it  as  his  opinion,  that  he  ought  to  continue  to  take  them, 
ajidto  bring  them  to  the  Comj3any's  account;  but  fubmitted 
his  opinion  to  the  corre<Slioh  of  the  other  members;  and  it 
was  agreed,  that  this  money  fliould  be  paid  into  tlie  treafury, 
and  that  the  treafurer  fliould  receive  fuch. other  fums  as  Mr. 
Haftings  fliould  hereafter  pay  in,  under  the  fame  head.  Ge- 
neral Clavering,  Colonel  Monfon,  and  Mr.  Francis,  gave  it 
as-  their  opinion,  that  to  receive  any  prefents,  would  be  a 
treach  of  the  law ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord  reads  their  mi- 
nutes, he  will  clearly  fee  that  they  do  not  apply  to  the  mi- 
nute of  the  Governor  General,,  but  to  that  of  another 
member,  who  had  received  and  given  trifling  nuzzeranas, 
without  .bringing  them  to  account.  The  noble  Lord  will 
alfo  fee,  by  a  public  account  on  your  table,  that  prefents  to 
the  Govetnor  General,  form  a  regular  head*  of  receipts,  un- 
der the  head  of  Durbar  charges.     In  one  ye^t,  t\ve  CoYo^^tv^ 

XAT^/Kiji/ aiove  two  thoufand  pounds ;  Irv  awoxh^ic^  t^x^^vva. 
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another  nine;  and  fo  on«  But,  according  to  the  noble 
Lord's  conftruftion  of  the  aft,  the  moft  trivial  df  tliefe 
prefents  was,  in  fad,  as  much  a  breach  of  the  law,  as  the 
higheft :  and  fo  chafte  was  General  Clavering,  that  he  not 
only  applied  it  to  money,  but  he  would  not  accept  a  plate  of 
mangoes,  or  a  ba(ket  of  oranges.  I  contend,  therefore,  that 
.  if  the  conftruftion  which  the  noble  Lord  puts  upon  the 
law,  is  a  true  one,  every  man  in  England,  and  in  India, 
whofe  duty  it  was  to  enforce  the  obfervance  of  that  law,  has 
miftaken  it,  as  well  as  Mr.  Haftings. 

With  regard  to  the  fecond  obfervation  of  the  noble  X.ord, 
that   it  was  a  diabolical  doctrine  to  fupport,  namely,  that 
we  muft  defti-oy  the  morals  of  the  native  princes  in  India, 
in  order  to  govern  them ;  I  aflSrm  that  I  never  uttered  not 
conceived  fuch  a  fentiment;  but  this  1  will  affirm,  that  it 
was  a  moft  wife  and  proper  meafure  to  appoint  Munny  Be- 
gum, the  widow  of  Meer  JafEr,  to  the  guardianfliip  of  the 
Nabob  during  his  minority,  after  the  Court  of  DireSors  had 
ordered  Mahomed  Reza  Cawn  to  be  removed.     The  perfon, 
who  from  his  family  had   pretenfions   to  that  office,  was 
Yeteram  ul  Dowlah,  the  Nabob's  uncle ;  but  he  had  evi- 
dently an  intereft  in  his  death,  as  his  own  fon  would  in  that 
event  have  fucceeded  to  theMufnud;  and  thejealoufy  and 
want  of  principle  in  Eaftern  courts,  are  too  well  known  to 
require  their  being  mentioned.     If  an  ambitious  MuflulmLan 
had  been  appointed  to  the  office,  he  might  have  inftilled  no- 
tions into  the  Nabob's  mind  very  dangerous  to  our  own  go- 
vernment; forJthere  can  be  no  danger  in  ftating  that  which 
all  the  world  knows  to  be  true,  that  the  Mahometan  go- 
vernment was  an  ufurpation  upon  the  natural  and  juft  go- 
vernment of  Hindoflan,  and  that  our  government  is  an  umr-    . 
pation  upon  theirs.     That  the  natives,  the  greater  mafs  of 
the  people,    are  happier  now  than  they  were  under  their 
Mahometan  rulers,  we  know ;  but  this  I  contend,  that  the 
afpiring    and  ambitious  Muffulmans,  who  are  even   funk  to 
down-right  inCgnificance  compared  with  their  former  ilate, 
'  muft  behold  us  with  jealoufy,  and  fomething  more.     I  con- 
tend, therefore,  that  it  was  prudent  to  preclude  men  of  this 
defcription  from  the  perfon  of  the  Nabob;  and  the  DireSors 
faw  the  appointment  of  Munny  Begum  as  made  with  a  view 
to  this  confideration,  and  they  very  warmly  approved  of  it» 
Tr.  Sloper.      Mr.  Slopcr  faid,  Mr.  Larkins  might  fafely  have  (worn  that 
the  letter  had  not  been  opened  fince  it  was  fealed,  as  the  di- 
reftion  was  his  own  writing,  and  Mr.  Haftings  had  broken 
the  feal  iu  his  prefence. 
fr.  Aid.         Mr.  Alderman  Le  Mefurur  fpoke  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haf* 
eMcfmicr  tj^gg^  declaring  that  he,  as  a.Diredlor,  had  ever  underftood 
the  conArudion  of  the  aft  of  i^T^  to  \>^  t\v^\.  n^\v\Oc\  Mx* 
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Haftings   had  put    upon    it,     and  under  which    he  ha<i 
adled. 

At  length  the  queftion  was  put,  and  the  Houfe  divided. 
Ayes,  165;  Noes,  54. 

When  the  ftrangers  returned,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  fettling  in  what  manner  the  Keport  fhouid  he 
brought  up.     It  was  foon  afterwards  brought  up  by  Mr,  St* 
John,  and  upon  the  queftion,  "-that  it  be  read  a  firft  time,'' 
.  Alderman  Le  Mefurier  oppofed  its  being  received,  it  being  Aldcrm 
a  matter  of  infinitely  too  much  importance  to  enter  into  at  h^  ^ci 
that  late  hour  of  the  evening,    .There  was  a  great  number  of^,"*'' 
gentlemen  who  had  not  as  yet  given  their  fentiments ;  and  it 
would   be  unfair   and  unjuft  to  hurry  on  the  queftion  with    - 
Tuch  precipitancy,  as  to  prevent  gentlemen  from  giving  their 
votes  according  to  the  opinions  they  had  formed  upon  the 
whole  of  the  charges.     The  Alderman,  for  that  reafon,  mo- 
ved as  an  amendment,  **  that  the  word  now  be  omitted,  and 
"  the  word  to-morrow  be  inferted." 

Mr.  Dempjier  feconded  and  fupported  the  motion,  affign-  Mr.  d 
ing  as  a  reafon  that  many  gentlemen  were  abfent,  who  wifti-  ^^r- 
ed  to  be  prefent  at  the  difcuflion  of  fo  great  a  queftion. 

Mr.  Burke  anfwered,  that  thofe  who  were  not  prefent  Mr.  Btii 
flood  without  excufe,  if  they  felt  any  wifh  to  be  prefent. 
The  proceeding  had  been  long  and  arduous,  and  rather  linger* 
ing  than  precipitate,,  and  no  man  could  complain  of  want  of 
fuSicient  notice.  Indeed,  fo  full  an  houfe  as  that  was, 
proved  that  the  notice  had  been  ample,  and  he  hoped  that 
.  the  Houfe  would  aflert  their  authority,  and  not  confent  to 
farther  delay. 

Mr.  Rolle  declared,  that  he  wifhed  that  every  gentleman  Mr.  Rol 
might  have  a  full  opportunity  of  hearing  all  the  arguments, 
and  of  giving  his  vote.  He  meant  therefore  to  oppofe  coming 
to  a  decifive  queftion  that  rtight ;  but  he  had  voted  in  fup- 
port  of  the  laft  motion,  becaufe  he  thought  the  taking  the 
preferits  corruptly,  and  contn^ry  to  the  a6t  of  1773,  clearly 
eftablilhed.  • 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that,  in  a  bufmefs  of  fuch  Mr.  C?hi 
confequence  as  that  before  the  Houfe,  he  felt  every  fucceflive  ^^^^^  ^^^ 
ftage  become  more  and  more  important,  and  could  not  there- 
fore reprefs  his  anxiety  to  preferve  that  degree  of  formality 
and  regularity  in  the  proceeding,  which   ftiould  leave  him 
and  other  gentlemen  membeis  at  full  liberty  to  deliver  their 
votes,  fingly  and  exclufively  on  the  merits  of  the  grand  de- 
cifive queftion  of  impeachment,  free  from  alf  manner  of  he- 
fitation  arifing  from  any  objeftionable  form  in  which  that 
queftion    might  come  forward.      He  therefore   wiflied   to 
know  how  the  right  honourable  gentleman  mleuSie^  Xo  >^to'- 
ceed ?  For  his  part,  having  in  focdLC  of  itxe  aiUc\^^  ^oue  c^vkV^ 
VoLs  XXIL  H  ^  ^  «^x>vcw 
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a  certain  length  in  his  aflent,  and  by  no  means  admitted  a 
degree  of  guilt,  of  an  extent  equal  to  that  imputed  in   the 
charges,  .he  coiifd  not  think  himfelf  juftified  in  joining  in  a 
general  vote  of  impeachment,  A?vhich  might  feem  to  counte- 
nance the  whole  of  each  feveral  charge ;  thofe  parts  which 
were  really  criminal,  as  well  as  thofe  which  were  of  an-ex- 
culpatory  nature.     Th?  method  which  was  moft  advifeable^ 
in  his  opinion,'  to  purfue  was,  juft  to  refer  the  charges  to  a 
Coinmittee,  in  order  to  fele6t  out  of  them  the  criminal  mat- 
ter, and  frame  it  into  articles  of  impeachment,  and  then,  on 
thofe   articles,  when  reported  to  the  Houfe,  to  move  the 
queftion.  of  impeachment.     If,  on  the  contrary,  the  naode 
adopted  was  to  move  the  impeachment  immediately,  he  fhould 
find  himfelf  under  a  neceflity  of  moving,  on  the  Report  from 
the  Committee,  which  had  already  fat  on  the  charges,  feve- 
ral amendments,  confining  the  efFecls  of  each  charge  to  that 
degree  of  real  guilt  which  he  thought  appeared  in  it.     He 
.waited  therefore  to  be  informed  which  was-  the  intention  of 
the  friends  and  authors  of  the.profecution  in  this  refpedl, 
that  he  might  regulate  his  condudi:  on  the  report  accordingly*  ■ 
.  Tox.        Mr.  Fox  obferved,  that  when  he  felt  the  pleafure  of  difco- 
vering  oven  thofe  gentlemen  whofe  political  principles  and  re-  , 
marks  fo  often  militated  againfl:  his  own,  ferioufly  adopting 
the  fame   fentiments  upon  a  great  and  important  queftion 
-which  he  entertained,  no  man  was  more  willing  to  bend  him- 
felf to  their  wifhes  as  to  the  mode  of  heft  carrying  thofe  fen- 
timents into  effeft.     It  was  therefore  with  great  concern 
that  he  felt  it  impoflible  fo^  him  to  agree  with  the  right  ho- 
rourable  gentleman   in  the   proportion  which  he  had  juft 
ftated  :  but  he  really  could  not  do  fo  without  betraying,  as 
he  concerved,  the  bufinefs  in  hand,  and  weakening  even  to 
the  dangerous  rifk  of  lofing  it  ultimately,  the  great  queftion 
naturally  confequent   to  all  the  difcufiion  and  elaborate  in- 
/veftigations-  of  the  Committee  they  had  juft  come  out  of^ 
the  great  queftion  *'  That  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.   be  im- 
peached."    That  queftion  was,  he  thought,  the  next  and  im- 
mediate ftep  ,to  be  taken  by  the  Houfe,  after  agreeing  (if 
they  fhould  agree)  to  the  Report  then  on  the  table,  and  they 
would  in  that  cafe  follow  it  up  by  fending  word  to  the  Houfe 
of  Lords,  **  That  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  refolved  to 
**  impeach  Mr.   Haftings,"  and  declaring  that   they  were 
preparing  articles,  and  would  prefent  them^with  all  conve- 
nient difpatch,  referving    to  themfelves  the  conftitutional 
right  of  fuppiying  more  articles,  after  they  had  gone  through  . 
the  whole,  whether  they  fhould  have  occafion  at  all  to  ex-» 
ercife  that  right  of  not.     Mr.  Fox  enlarged  in  fupport  of 
this  mode  of  proceeding,  comparing  it  with  the  other  mode 
.  as  propofed  by  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  con-^ 
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tending  that  it  was  the  true  conftitutional  mode,  and  the 
beil  to  carry  the  views  of  the  great  majority  of  the  Houfe 
into  full  and  efficacious  execution.  If  the  Houfe  proceeded  • 
in  the  manner  which  he  conceived'  to  be  the  proper,  and,  in- 
deed, the  only  proper  manner  of  proceeding,  they  would, 
hy  coming  \mmediately  to  the  grfeat  queflion,  afford  thofe 
gentlemen  who  meant  to  urge  the  argument  of  a  fet  off,  a 
full  opportunity  of  putting  their  favourite  reafoning  to  the 
teft;  they  would  give  every  gentleman  an  equal  degree  of 
indulgence,  and  the  matter,  as  to  the  queflion  of  impeach- 
ment, would  refl  on  its  true  merits,  the  fenfe  of  the  majori- 
ty, grounded  on  the  votes  of  the  Committee,  and  then  tho 
Houfe  would  decide  upon  the  great  queftion  fairly;  and, 
^  having  once  decided  upon  it,  they  would  run  no  rilk  of  lo- 
fing  it  .in  any  fubfequent  flage,  by  entertaining  altered  opi- 
nions under  the  influence  of  reafoning  on  the  particular 
form  and  fhape  of  different  articles  of  the  impeachment,  or, 
what  was  flill  more  to  be  dreaded,  and  guarded  againft  in  a 
proceeding  of  that  kind,  by  the  influence  of  improper  in- 
terference, to  which  the  other  mode  of  proceeding  was  par- 
ticularly obnoxious.  The  other  mode  of  proceeding  was 
alfo  liable  to  other  objedlions.  If  the  Houfe  went  into  a 
.Committee  in  order  to  draw  the  articles  of  impeachment  be- 
fore they  had  refolved  to  impeach,  they  would  fet  their  Com- 
mittee an  idle,  and,  poffihly  in  the  end,  a  fruitlefs  tafe; 
for,  having  ultimately  to  look  at  the  queflion  in  a  new 
light,  ana  to  decide  upon  the  impreffions  of  all  the  criti- 
cifms  and  fentiments  of  different  gentlemen,  the  great  quef- 
tion would  prove  very  much  weakened,  and  come  to  deci- 
fion  under  circumllances  much  more  unfavourable  to  it  than 
at  prefent.  Perhaps  there  might  be  precedents  for  the  mode 
of  proceeding  recommended  by  the  light  honourable  gentle- 
man. Indeed,  lb  many  were  on  the  journals,  and  thofe  fo 
various,  and  contradidlory,  that  there  was  fcarcely  any  mode 
of  proceeding,  however  abfurd  and  however  unconflitutional, 
for  which  a  precedent  might  not  be  quoted;  but  he  much 
doubted  whether  any  precedent  would  hear  out  the  propofi- 
tionjufl  made.  He  had  examined  a  great  variety,  and  the 
nearefl  which  he  could  find  was  that  of  Lord  Danby,  but  it 
did  not  exadlly  "Aeet  the  prefent  cafe.  Mr.  Fox  .recited  at 
large  the  particulars  of  the  cafe  of  Lord  Danby's  impeach- 
ment ; .  and  after  flating  them  circumflantially,  pointed  out 
the  different  modes  of  proceeding  which  had  prevailed  after- 
wards, as  well  as  thofe,  in  times  more  modern,  mentioning 
the  impeachments  oif  Lord  Bolingbroke,  Lora  Orford,  &c. 
&c.  -and  afterwards  Lord  Oxford  and  Sir  Robert  Walpole, 
coming  at  length  to  the  cafe  of  Lord  Macclesfield,  where 
the  whole  had  originated  in  a  meffage  from  the  Crown^  upon 
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.examining  the  papers  placed  upon  the  table,  by  which  thit 
Houfe  had  iitxmediately  relblved  to  impeach,  and  had  fent  » 
jneffage  to  the  Lords  to  that  effeft.  After  enlarging  upoo 
thefe  particulars,  VI r.  Fox  returned  to  his  former  argu- 
anent,  and  obferved,  that  the  mode  which  he  had  taken  thjs 
liberty  to  recommend,  he  was  convinced,  was  the  fhorteft, 
the  heft,  the  mofl:  likely  to  fecure  the  end,  and  that  which 

.  he  could  not  conceive  any  gentleman,  who  meant  tpaft  fair- 
ly and  fmcerely  in  this  bufinefs,  or  any  other  of  the  fande 
kind  which  might  occur  in  future^  and  who  did  not  mean 
fome  fallacy,  or  by  fome  trick  to  abandon  it,  couM  objc6t  to. 
In  faying  this,  he  begged  not  to  be  underftood  as  defigning  - 
to  inllnuate  that  any  fuch  fallacy  was  intended  in  the  prefeqjt 
inftance,  much  lefs  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  wa$ 
not  himfelf  as  fincerely  defiroiis  of  fending  the  matter  to  the 
Houfe  of  Lords  as  he  was.     He  had  not  the  {malleft  dou-l^t 

^  but  that  he  was  equally  ferious  on  the  occafion ;  but  he  wifti- 
ed  to  guard  againft  eltablifhing  a  precedent  which  might  by 
bad  men  be  abufed  in  future  times.  He  could  not  therefore 
■but  exprefs  his  furprife  that  the  right  honourable  gentlemaij 
Jhould  Willi  to  purfue  a  different  mpde,  and  the  more  efpe- 
xially  as  he  faw  no  reafon  why  the  amendments  at  which  hp 
hinted  need  beat  all  fuppofed  an  argument  againft  the  gencr 
ral  queftion.  Excepting  only  in  the  charge  againft  contracts, 
had  the  right  honourable  gentleman  made  any  diftinflion  fp 
ftrong  as  to  prevent  his  generally  voting  with  the  refolutioji 
moved  upon  each  of  the  charges  c^irried.  If  therefore  he 
had  not  objefted,  notwithftanding  the  various  diftindlions 
and  differences  which  he  had  taken  upon  feveral  of  the  charges, 
to  vote  that  moft  of  them  contained  matter  of  impeachment, 
^hy  could  he  pot  content  to  impeach,  and  in  framing  the 
Specific  articles,  take  the  fcnfe  of  the  Committee  upon  each 
pf  his  wiflied  for  amendments;'  Mr*  Fox  added,  that  if  he 
appeared. to  deliver  his  fentiments  in  fome  emotion  upon  the 

*  prefent  occafion,  he  could  declare  that  they  were  altered  only 

-  |«ritli  a  natural  warmth  rather  ^rifing  from  his  confcioufneft 
p{  the  in^oortance  of  the  bufirefs,  and  his  fenfe  of  the  deep 
.degree  in  which  the  honour,  the  dignity,  and  the  charafter 
pf  the  Houfe,  and  of  the  nation,  were  involved,  than  from 
any  fpark  of  paflion  or  intemperance  of  feeling.  He  had 
merely  delivered  his  individual  fentiments,  independent  of 
party  or  connexion.  They  might  pdffibly  not  be  fupport- 
ed;  but  as  he  really  thought  he  could  not,  without  betray- 
ing the  caufe,  countenance  any  othe^  mode  of  proceeding, 
fb  he  could  not  lend. himfelf  to  its  fupport ;  and  if  a  queftioq 
Hjvere  put  on  the  mode  propofed  by  the  right  honourable  geni- 
tleman;  he  fhould  be  obliged  to  vote  againft  it. 
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Mr.  Chancellor  Pjtt  anfwered,  that  he  felt  the  ftrongeft  Mr.Cban 
.convi(?fcion  that  the  becoming  warmth  of  the  right  honour- <^^^^°' ^*" 
;able  gentleman  proceeded  from  an  unfeigned  zeal  for  the  true 
rights  and  honour  of  the  Houfe,  as  thete  wa^  certainly  no- 
thing, either  in  the  queftion  itfelf,  or  in  the  manner  in  which 
it  had  been  introduced,  which  could  give  rife  to  iuch  a  degree 

^  of  earneftnefs,  except  a  firm  convidtion  in  the  right  honour-     ' 
iable  genteman's  mind,  that  there  was  fome  real  danger  to 
the  event  and  fuccefs  of  the  whole  proceeding,  or  to  the'ef- 
fential  forms  and  funftions  of  that  Houfe,  adlually  involved 
in  it.     For  his  own  part,  he  had  no  objedl,  nor  did  he  fup- 

"  pofe  that  any  gentleman  could  have  an  objecSl  in  view,  ex- 
cept to  bring  the  bufinefs  to  its  ultimate  ftage,  in  the  moft 
unqueftionable  and  moft  regular  manner  poflible.  He  fhould 
therefore  be  extremely  willing  to  coincide  in  bpinion  with 
the  right  honourable  gentleman,  and  to  gi>fe  up  his  own  idea 
upon  the  mode  to  be  adopted,  could  he,  for  a  moment,  fup- 
pofe  either  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  objedt, 
which  was  alfo  his  own,  would  be  anfwered  by  it,  or  that  the 
right  honourable  gentleman's  objeftions  to  the  mode  which 
he  had  fuggefted  at  all  applied  to  it ;  but  he  muft  fay  that 
Jie  ftill  remained  unalterable  in  his  former  opinion,  and  he 
fcarcely  thought  it  poflible  that  there  could  arife  any  diffe- 
rence of  fentiment  upon  the  fubjeft.  The  right  honourable 
jgentleman  had  argued  in  favour  of  his  opinion,  from  the  pe- 
culiarity of  the  prefent  cafe,  which  peculiarity  he  ftated  to 
be,  that  the  queftion  of  impeachment  was  not  to  ftand  con- 
fined fimply  to  a  difcuffion  of  the  exiftence  and  degree  of 
guilt ;  but  that  a  fet  off  was  to  be.  made  of  merits  oh  the  part 
of  Mr.  Haftings,  to  counterbalance  and  compenfate  for 
whatever  faults  he  might  have  committed,  the  confequence 
of  which  would  prove  that  the  Houfe  muft  have  the  com- 
plete queftion  ^o  determige,  not  only  on  the  guilt  of  Mr. 
Haftings,  and  the  amount  of  it,  but  alfo  on  his  fervices  and 
4eferts,  and  how  the  balance  ftood  between  both.  From 
hence  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  drawn  an  infe- 
rence, that  the  proper  method- was  firft  to  come  to  a  general 
refolution  to  impeach,  and  then  on  that  refolution  the  quef- 
tionJ[of  the  fet-off"  fervices  ought  to  be  debated,  and  after  the 
refolution  to  Impeach  was  carried,  to  appoint  a  Committee 
to  draw  up  the  precife  articles  on  which  that  Houfe  ftiould 
reft  their  charge,  and   which  they  were  prepared  to  fubftan- 

.  tiate  by  proof  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Loras.  But,  in  his 
opinion,  this  cornpledlion  of  the  cafe,  inftead  of  fupporting 
jhe  propriety  of  fuch  a  mode  of  proceeding,  did  abfolutely 
render  a  different  oneeffeptially  neceffary.  For  how  wa^  vx. 
poflible  to  form  an  eftimate  or  comparifon  betweetv  >lA<&  o?t^x\r 
fsps  [snd  merits  of  Mr.  Haftings,  oicepl  by  6.1ft.  2iS^c^\X.i\tvvw^ 
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the  extent  of  each.  The  extent  of  his  tranfgreflSons  then 
could  only  be  fet  forth  in  the  final  articles  of  impeachment; 
for  it  w^s  pretty  well  underftood,  that  the  whole  of  the  mat- 
ter contained  in  the  prefent  articles  of  charge,  even  on  thofe 
which  the  Committee  had  voted,  was  not  criminal  nor  even 
authentic,  and  that  a  great  part  of  them  confifted  of  fadls 
incapable  of  proof,  or  which,  if  proved,  could  not  be  im- 
puted to  Mr.  Haftings  as  delinquencres.  What  then  Jwas  , 
the  Houfe  to  do,  in  order  to  bring  the  queftion  of  compari- 
fon  between  his  crimes  and  his  deferts  fairly  before  them,  ex-  . 
cept  to  feparate  and  analyze  the  charges,  fo  as  to  diftinguifli 
the  real  guilt  from  that  which  was  unfounded,  and  then  ha- 
ving a  clear  viejv  of  a  certain  degree  of  afcertained  guilt,  de- 
termine how  far  that  guilt  would  weigh  againfl  whatever  de- 
gree of  merit  might  *be  alledged  and  proved  in  his  favour* 
For  his  part,  he  was  at  prefent  ready  to  confefs,.that  -what- 
ever might  .have  been  his  opinion  of  the  origin  of  the  pro- 
ceeding, he  was  fo  fully  fatisfied,  that  the  Houfe  at  leaft 
could  not,  after  what  had  pafled,  and  after  what  it  was  in 
poffeffion  of,  with  any  fort  of  propriety  whatfoever,  take 
any  notice  of  the  merits  of  Mr.  Haftings,  great  however 
as  they  might  he  made  appear  in  any  future  ftep  of  their  pro-* 
ccedings,  becaufe  nothing  could  poflibly  occur  that  fhould 
now  induce  them  to  rejedl  the  vote  01  impeachment,  pro- 
vided that  it  ,were  done  in  a  manner  confiftent  with  what 
they  thought  fubftantial  juftice ;  but  ftill  he  conceived  that 
the  Houfe  was  bound,  however  individuals  might  have  majde 
up  their  minds,  or  however  the  general  opinion  might  go,  to 
have  the  friends  of  an  accufed  perfon  open  to  any  method 
which  they  might  think  proper  for  his  defence;  and  if  they 
thought  the  plea  of  fervices  likely  to  anfwer  their  purpofe  tO 
put  them  into  a  fituation  of  availing  themfelves  of  that  plea 
in  the  moft  ample  manner.  Thus,  as  far  as  refpeded '  any 
fuppofed  peculiarity  in  the  cafe  of  Mr,  Haftings,  from  the 
•  intention  of  arguing  by  way  of  fet  oiF  in,  his  favour,  fo  far 
he  thought  it  was  clear  that  no  reafon  could  be  aiEgned  from 
them  for  the  method  propofed  by  the  right  honourable  ge^-# 
tleman.  With  regard  to  the  confideration  how  far  the  pro- 
ceeding would  in  itfelf  he  affeded  by  the  difference  of  thQ 
two  modes  fuggefted ;  in  this  refpedl  they  were  both  perfedt- 
]y  indifferent,  becaufe  neither  would  tend  to  retard  or  expe- 
*dite  the  bufmefs  more  than  the  other.  In  neither  cafe  could 
the  Houf(^  of  Lords  take  up  the  bufmefs  until  the  articles 
were  framed ;  and,  in  point  of  time,  no  delay  could  arife 
from  the  queftion  of  impeachment  being  put  fubfequently 
any  more  than  prior  to  the  framing  of  the  articles.  But  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  was  apprehenfive  of  a  precedent- 
wAJcJi  wight  be  atteuded  with  bad  coufeavx^wc^^Vw  l\x\.\rcfe% 
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He  fliould  fhortly  come  to  enumerate  a  feries  of  precedents 
which  had  already  been  eftabliflied,  but  would  firft  obferve 
upon  the  principle  on  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman's 
opinion  was  founded.     He  flattered  himfelf  that  the  Houfe 
and  the  nation  would  give  him  credit  for  as  warm  a  zeal  for, 
and  as  diligent  a  care  of,  the  powers  of  that  Houfe,  that  fo 
they  fhould  not  fuffer  by  any  direft  ad^,  nor  be  undermined 
by  any  indifcreet  management,  as  any  gentleman  whatfoever 
could  lay  claim  to.     But  how  could  any  danger  arife  in  the 
prefent  inftance  ?  In  proceedings  of  this  nature  the  Houfe 
ought  to  govern  itfelf  by  the  circumftances  of  the  particular 
cafe,  and   fome   exilled,    which  certainly  might  require  the 
molt  decifive  difpatch,  and  in   which  it  would  prove  dange- 
rous to  delay  the   great  and  bindin;;  refolution  for  the  im- 
peachment a  fingle  moment.     If,  for  example,  a  Minifter 
had  been  guilty  of  any  aft  direcSly  repugnant  to  the  confti- 
tution,  to  the  rights  of  Parliament,  or  to  the  interefts  of  the 
^ State  confided  to  his  care,  in  fuch  a  c^fe  it  would  be  highly- 
expedient  to  come  to  an  immediate  vote  of  impeachment  be- 
fore they  aUowed  time  for  drawing   up  the  articles ;  even 
though  by  fo  doing  they  fhould  facrifice  the  proper  and  re- 
gular forms  of  proceeding,  and  j^erhaps  lofe  fomething  by 
that  facrifice.     For  when  fuch  a  man  found  himfelf  in  fuch 
circumftances,  it  might  be  poffible  for  him,  feeing  no  re-^ 
,  fource  for  fafety  but  a  bold  and  defperate  conduft,  to  avail 
himfelf  of  the  confidence  of  the  Crov^n,  and  advife  a  proro- 
gation or  diffolutiori  of  Parliament;  or  if  he  were  /perfon 
poflMed   of  great  popular  influence,  he  might,  while  that 
Houfe  were  hefitating  upon  the  form  of  their  charge,  fly  into 
outrages  of  the  moft  dangerous  tendency,  and  create  animo- 
fities  and  violences  abroad  through   the  kingdom,  which  a 
too  long  prot rafted  impeachment,  although  it  might  at  firft 
have  prevented,  would  prove  perhaps  in  the  end  unable  to 
compofe.     It  fo  happened  that  in  every  fuch  inftance,  where 
the  party  accufed  was  pofiefled  of  a  power  and  influence  fo 
great  as  to  render  a  delay  in  proceeding  dangerous,  that  the 
offences  of  which  he  was  guilty  muft  be  in  themfelves  of  fo 
great,  fo  public,    and  fo  very    palpable  a  nature,    that  nQ- 
doubt  could  poffibly   arife  as  to  his  criminality ;  and  there 
could  therefore  be  no  injuftice  in  that  fummary  and  decifive 
mode  of  proceeding.    But  the  fame  courfe  ought  by  no  means 
to  be  followed  in  cafes  fo  widely  different  as  the  prefent, 
when  the  accufation  confifted  of  fo  very  diffufe  and  complex 
a  mafs,  of  many  charges  which  had  not  been  fubftantiated, 
and  of  many  fafts  which  could  not   in  any  degree  be  cow^* 
dered  as  criminal,  though  he  was   ready  to  AecWe\}cvaX-\X. 
Blfo  contaiaed  much  of  authentic,  and  moft.  YvesiN^    ^^\\xv- 
queue  J.    In  fuch  a  ca/e,  there  could  be  no  daugei'vu  io\\o^- 
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ing  the  fair,  obvious,  and  eftablifhed  method  of  firft  felcAing 
and  afcertaining  th'e  guilt,  and  then  proceeding  to  the  im- 
peachment.    Mr.  Pitt  now  Itated  a  number  of  precedents  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Houfe  in  like  cafes.     He  mentioned 
the  impeachment  of  the  Earl  of  Arhngton,   Secretary  of* 
State,  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Firft,  in  which  the  Iloufe 
having  firft  received  the  fubftance  of  charge  againft  him^ 
(part  of  which  he  defired  the  Houfe  particularly  to  obferve 
was  high  treafon,    and  of  courfe  made  a  much  ftroiiger 
ground  of  argument)  appointed  a  Committee  to  examine  and 
report  upon  it  what   matter  of  impeachment  it  contained. 
(Here  Mr.  Fox  faid  acrofs  the  table,  that  tliis  was  a  Commit- 
tee of  a   fimilar  nature  to  that  which  had  juft  been  fitting.) 
Mr.  Pitt  replied,  that  it  was  by  no  means;  for  the  articles 
which  were  reported  from  the  Committee  were  the  very  ar- 
ticles which  were  afterwards  fent  up  to  the  Lords,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  articles  which  were  to  be  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  prefent  occafion,  compofed  as  they  were  of  fuch 
abundance  of  unneceflary  and  irrelevant  matter,  were  not  of 
a  nature  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  had  framed 
them,  would  himfelf  wifh   to  have  fent  up  to  the  Houfe  in 
their  prefent  form ;  fo  that  the  intention  of  the  Houfe  in  the 
inftitution  of  the  two  Committees  was  diftinft  and  different. 
In  the  prefent  the  duty  of  the  Committee  was  only  to  exa- 
mine, whether  there  was  impeachable  matter;  in  the  former^ 
to  feleft  and  report  what  the  impeachable  matter  was.     He 
inftanced  alfo  the  impeachment  of  another  perfon  in  the  faqie 
reign,  for  a  feditious  and  treafonable  publication  in  which  a 
correfpondent  courfe  had  been  followed,  and  dwelt  for  fome 
time  on  the  proceedings  againft  the  Earls  of  Portland,  and 
the  Lords  Somers,  Oxford,  and    Hallifax,  for  the  partition 
treaty  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,   far  the  purpofe  of  pro- 
ving that  the  form   then  adopted  was  fimilar  to  that  which 
,  he  propofed.     But  the  profecution  of  Lord  Danby,  although 

ufed  as  an  example  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman.  Was, 
be  contended, 'a  cafe  directly  in  point  in  favour  of  his  propo- 
fal.  Upon  the  whole,  he  was  of  opinion,  that  as  it  had  eyi-" 
dently  been  the  objedl  of  the  friends  of  Mr.  Haftings  to  at- 
tempt to  balance  his  virtues  againft  his  vices,  the  opportu-*, 
nity  of  doing  which  would  be  loft  by  determining  on  the  im-« 
peachment,  before  the  full  extent  of  his  guilt  was  afcertained 
in  precife  terms  by  the  regular  articles  of  impeachment;  as 
no  aftual  inconvenience  could  arife  from  it  on  the  prefent  oc-^ 
cafion,  and  as  no  new  precedent  would  be  fet  by  it,  he  thought 
it  highly  proper  for  the  Houfe,  previous  to  their  pafling  a 
vote  of  impeachment,  to  have  before  them  the  identical  ar* 
tides  of  accufation,  defcribing  auv\  feum^  ^otx\\  \\\^  ^fe^j«a 
and  quality  of  the  feveral  oflfet\ces  vf \\\c\v  xXve-^  x\\q\x^x.\.\v^\ei,-* 
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(elves  -capable  of  fuWlahtiating  in  proof  at  the  bar  of  the 
other  Houfe,  that  fo  they  might  be  able  to  determine  how 
far  thofe  offences  were  fufficient  to  outweigh  the  merits 
which  might  be  oppofed  to'  them,  or  how  far  they  might  juf- 
tify  the  d<?parture  from  the  eflabliflied  forms  of  jurifpru- 
denpe  In  this  country,  to  which  in  this  inftance  they  were 
to  be  called  upon  to  give  their  fanftion. 

The  honourable  Frederick  Montague  obferved  that  the  jour-  ^°"-  ^'^ 
Xials  afforded  fo  multifarious  a  farrago  of  contradidlory  pre-  ^*"*'*fi"* 
cedents,  that  it  was  difficult  indeed  to  derive  from  them  a 
judgement  of  what  was  the  beft  mode  of  proceeding.  He 
inftanced  the  cafe  of  Lord  Strafford,  and  a  variety  of  others, 
and  argued  upon  the  different  modes  which  had  at  that  timo 
prevailed,  and  concluded  with  obferving,  that,  upon  the  pre- 
fent  occafion,  the  moft  conflitutional  form  of  impeachment 
w^s  that  which  merited  an  adoption* 

Mr.  jB^ri^  declared,  that  he  never  had  rifen  under  a  greater  Mr.  Bnr* 
impreffute  of  embarraffment  and  doubt,  th^n  at  the  moment 
when  a  right  honourable  member  foconverfant  in  all  the  forms 
of  proceeding  in  the  Houfe,  as  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man who  had  fpoke  laA,  was  rather  at  a  lofs  to  decide,  and 
when  confequently,  it  became  impoffible  to  him,  having  juft 
witnefled  the  utmoft  fplendour  of  abilities  displayed  on  both 
fides,  in  fupport  of  oppofite  pofitions,  to  that  which  was-  the 
propereft  mode  of  proceeding  to  follow.     But,  though  no- 
thing could  give  him  fo  much  concern  as  to  differ  from  his 
right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Fox)  near  him,  and  Heaven  for- 
bid that  it  fhould  prove  an  omen  of  future  frequent  variances 
jin  opinion  (in  which  cafe  he  well  knew  that  the  great  fuperio- 
rity  of  his  right  honourable  friend's  abilities  muft  bear  down 
and  extinguilh  his  talents  entirely,)  yet  as  it  appeared  to  him, 
that  unanimity  was  mofi  likely  to  continue,  by  adopting  the 
mode  of  proceeding  recommended  by  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  oppofite  to  him,  he  fhould  advife  againft  his  own 
judgement,  (for  if  he  gave  any  preference,  it  muft  be  to  th« 
conftitutionai  mode  recommended  by  his  right  honourable 
friend  near  him)  that  the  mode  fo  recommended,  be  the  modje 
adopted  and  purfued.    A  mode,  which  however,  appeared  to 
him  to  be  as  likely  to  anfwer  the  end  of  difpatch  as  any  other 
mode  of  proceeding  what  foe  ver.    Unanimity  was  now  mpre 
eilential  than  ever  to  the  great  purpofes  of  condufting  fo  im- 
ponant  and  folemn  a  proceeding  to  a  proper  conclufion,  and 
tie  had  obferved,  that  in  proportion  as  it  had  taken  up  time 
and  become  neceffarily  farther  and  farther  difcuffed,  the  more 
the  whole  bqfinefs  of  the  inquiry  had  grown  upon  the  public^ 
and  the  more  it  had  generated  unanimity.     Upon  that  princi- 
ple, therefore,  and  that  alone,  he  would  recommend  the  toode 
bropofed  by  the  right  honourable  genlkmatvo^TO^\\^\!^\C\tc\, 
^    Vol.  XXII.  \  ^^"^ 
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The  effects  of  the  inquiry  with  a  view  to  impeachment  had 
been  glorious  both  in  that  Houfe  and  without  doors.  With- 
out doors  men's  minds  had  been  changed,  rootedprejudice  had 
been  eradicated,  convi£iion  had  followed,  and  all  the  world 
confefled  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  were  engaged  in  a  grave 
and  important  proceeding,  eflential  to  the  eftablilhment  of  the 
national  charafler  for  juftice  and  equity.  Within  doors  all 
the  various  modes  and  fliles  of  eloquence  had  been  called  forth 
and  difplayed  on  both  fides,  to  the  admiration  of  the  Houfe, 
and  to  its  infinite  honour  and  advantage.  Looking  round 
''  him  and  feeing  who  were  near  him,  he  fcarcely  dared  venture 
to  fpeak  farther  upon  a  fuhjeft,  in  which  recent  experience 
had  proved,  that  he  found  many  mafters  much  younger  than 
him  (elf.  But,  the  topic  operated  as  an  excitement  to  the  dif- 
play  of  all  the  finer  powers  of  the  human  underftanding.  It 
had  gone  much  farther,  foftening  almoft  into  a  common  bond 
of  union  the  hitherto  obdurate  hearts  of  violently  contending 
ppliticians  ;  fheathing  ihefword  of  embattled  party,  and  low- 
ering its  hoftile  front ;  whilft,  as  it  occafioned  both  eloquence 
and  argument  to  fpread  tliemfelves  abroad  in  every  quarter,  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  in  which  fhey  flouriflied,  refembledthe 
once  beautiful  afpedl  of  the  Rohilla  country,  and  prefented 
to  the  admiring  eye  a  richly  cultivated  garden,  adorned  with 
fruits  and  flowers,  and  forming  as  ludicrous  a  fcene  as  that 
which  the  late  Governor  General  of  Bengal  delighted  to  ex- 
terminate. 

Mr.  Burke  now  took  notice  of  what  had  that  day  fallen 
from  Major  Scott,  and  declared,  that  though  he  could  not 
fay  that  the  honourable  gentleman  had  performed  much  public 
fervice  by  his^  conduft  in  the  progrefs  of  the  bufinefs,  he  bad 
done  himfelf  everlafting  credit  by  his  adlive  zeal  for  his  prin- 
cipal, and  his  fleady  and  earneft  perfeverance  in  his  fupport* 
There  h^d  faUen  from  him,  however,  on  that  day,  fome  ex- 
traordinary aflertions.  He  had  declared,  that  no  man  but 
himfelf  had  the  direction  of  Mr,  Haflings  or  his  fortune,  and 
that  he  alone  had  expended  feven  thoufand  pounds  in  procur- 
ing and  conveying  intelligence  to  the  public.  That  a  confi- 
derable  portion  of  it  had  been  paid  to  the  Morning  Herald, 
and  that  the  paper  had  made  but  an  ill  return  (whether  the 
honourable  gentleman  meant  the  Morning  Herald  or  the 
Morning  Port  he  knew  not)  was  a  material  aflertion,  for, 
•what  muft  they  think  of  the  fortune  of  that  man,  who, -out 
of  his  private  means,  could  afford  to  lay  out  feven  thoufand 
pounds  in  baying  up  the  public  prints?  The  power  of  con- 
taminating and  direding  the  channels  of  public  intelligence 
was  aconfideration  well  worth  the  attention  of  that  Houfe. 

The  account  of  the  expenditure  of  feven  thoufand  pounds 
for  the  purpofes  of  obtaining  fccret  information,  and  entering 

into 
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into  amicable  leagues  with  editors  of  newfpapers,  was  much 
too  ftrange  to  Bear  unqueftionable  afiinity  with  the  defcrip- 
tion  which  the  honourable  Major  had  given  of  the  poverty  of 
hrs  oriental  friend. 

It  was,  now,  propofed  to  wave  the  motion  of  adjournnient 
for  the  purpofe  of  bringing  up  the  report  afrefti,  and  adjourn- 
ing the  confideration  of  it  until  the  next  day. 

This  being  agreed  upon,  tlie  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayy  yd.  of  April. 

The  order  of  the  day  was  moved  for  going  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  bill  brought  in  by  Mr.  Baftard,  relative  to  the 
ecclefiaftical  courts.  • 

Sir  ff^l/iam  Dolben  ohkryeliy  that  he  had  no  objeflion  to  sirWUHai 
the  general  principle  of  the  bill;  but  he  thought  the  preamble  Uolbcn. 
totally  diflimilar  to  the  bill  itfelf— -He  was,  therefore,  for  the 
preamble  to  be  altered  in  fuch  a  manner,  as  tocaufe  it  tocor- 
refpond  more  to  the  objedl^  intended  to  be  obtained  by  the 
bill.  He  did  not  mean,  however,  to  oppofe  going  into  the 
Committee,  provided  he  had  an  intimation  given  that  fome 
mode  might  be  devifed  to  make  the  faid  preamble  lefs  objec- 
tionable. This  being  acceded  to  by  Mr.  Baftacd,  the  Houfe 
immediately  refolved,  itfelf  into  a  Committee — Lord  New- 
haven  took  the  chair.  The  Committee  then  proceeded  to  con- 
fider  its  feveral  claufes. 

Sir  William  Dolben  objefled  to  feveral  of  the  claufes.  On 
that  refpeSing  the  time  given  to  charadlers  defamed  to  profe- 
cute  their  defhmers,  being  only  one  month,  he  thought  it 
would  pjevent  their  having  an  opportunity  to  punilh  thofe 
who  had  wantonly  whifpered  down  their  reputation.  In  this 
fliorf  period  they  would  not  be  able  to  afcertain  who  were 
their  defamers ;  and  as  they  were  to  be  precluded  from  com- 
mencing any  profecution  after  the  third  month  had  t^xpired, 
they  would  be  entirely  prevented  from  doing  their  injured 
chara£lers  juftice.  He  propofed,  therefore,  that  the  time 
(hould  be-extended  to  twelve  months;  but  finding  Mr.  Baf- 
tard not  agreeable  to  this  extenfion,  he  recommended  fix 
months,  which  was  agreed  to. 

Sir  William  Dolben  then  objefted  to  the  time  fpecified  in 
fome  other  claufes;  among  thefe  was  one,  which  admitted 
profecutions  for  fornication  twelve  months  after  the  fadt  had 
been  committed.  He  faid,  that  this  would  be  fubjefling  ma- 
ny perfons  to  very  vexatious  and  troublefome  procefTes. 
He  would  therefore  wifli  it  extended  no  farther  than  eight 
months. 

Sir  ff^lL  Johnfimt  thought,  that  as  the  parties  frequently  SirWilliai 
married  in  ordlsr  to  avoid  thefe  profecutions,  l\\e^  ftvo\s\^  ^^^.V>mx^^x^ 
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tainly  be  liable  to  no  other;  fori  matrimony  was  furely  .fu£B- 
dient  punifhment  for  a  man  who  had  committed  the  criooe  of 
fornication. 
r.Baftard.     Mr.  Bajlard  contended  for  the  propriety  of  the  time  fpc-^ 
cified  in  the  claufe. 

The  Committee  therefore  divided. — The  numbers  were. 
Againft  the  amendment  90,  —  For  it  2% 
Majority  for  twelve  months  8S. 
The  reft  of  the  claufss  having  been  read  and  pafled»  the 
Houfe  refumed  itfelf^  and  agreed  to  receive  the  report  on  the 
tnorrow. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  third  reading  of 
the  infolvent  debtors'  bill,  it  was  moved,  that  the  faid  bill  be 
now  read  a  third  time.^ 
[u  Gilbert  Mr.  Gilbert  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  he  had 
'  fome  reafon  to  expedl  that  the  jails  wqre  'filling  with  prifo- 
ners,  who  took  advantage  of  the  infolvent  debtors*  bill,  and 
after  making  a  fraudulent  affignment  of  their  property,  fur- 
rendered  themfelves  merely  with  a  view  to  cheat  their  credi- 
tors. As  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  neceffary  to  inquire  into  this 
faft,  he  fliould  move  an  amendn^ent,  by  inferiing  inftead  of 
the  word  now,  this  day  three  weeks, 
[r.  AMcr.  Mr.  Alderman  Sawbridge  expreffed  his  furprife,  that  the 
iwbridgc.  honourable  gentleman  had  lufFeied  the  bill  to  pafs  thropgh  all 
its  various  ftages,  to  the  very  laft;  even  to  the  third  reading, 
without  having  offered  any  the  fmalleft  objection,  and  then^ 
«n  a  fudden,  endeavour  to  poftpone  its  pailing  that  Houfe.  Tt 
was  an  exadk  copy  of  the  infolvent  debtors'  bill  of  1778,  which 
had  pafled  that  Houfe  and  the  Houfe  of  Lords  with  univerfal 
concurrence.  He  enlarged  on  the  extreme  diflrefles  of  the 
debtors  in  jail^  fpoke  of  their  numbers,  of  the  crowded  pri* 
fons,  of  the  injury  fuflained  by  their  families,  and  the  great 
lofs  which  thence,  ultimately  refulted  to  the  public.  At- 
tending to  thefe  circumftances,  he  ftill  trufted,  that  the  bx>- 
nourable  gentleman  would  withdraw  his  motion. 
fr.  Chan-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  contended,  that  no  arguments  which 
:ilorPitt.  had  fallen  from  the  honourable  gentleman,  who  moved  the 
amendment  were  meant  as  an  oppofition  to  the  principle  of 
the  bill,  but  merely  as  a  fuggefiion  for  fuch  delay  as  mould 
enable  the  Houfe  to  judge  how  far  the  prefent  provifions  ia 
the  bill  might  prove  the  means  of  encouraging  fraud  and  ifb- 
pofition.  He  recapitulated  the  account  given  bv  Mr.  GiU 
bert,  of  numbers  of  people  having,  from  the  prolpeft  of  the 
infolvent  aft,  procured  themfelves  to  be  thrown  into  prifoOy^. 
in  order  that  they  might  take  advantage  of  it,  and  obferved^ 
that  the  heft  friends  to  fuch  an  a6l  could  not  wifti  to  be  if>« 
firumental  in  giving  efieft  to  defigns  and  praftices  of  fo  dtf* 
honeft  a  tendency.   The  delay  moved  for^  could  by  no  meant 
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retard,  in  any  great  degree,  the  progrcfs  of  the  bill,  becanfe  if 
it  were  now  to  be  pafled,  it  could  not  be  taken  up  in  the  oth^r 
Houfe  before  the  recers. 

.  Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  declared,  that  if  a  debtor  really  Mr.  Aia 
and  bona  fide  furrendered  his  all  for  the  benefit  of  his  credi-  N««'«»J»- 
tors,  he  faw  not  what  difference  it  made,  whether  debtors 
went  into  prifons  on  account  of  captions,  or  by  way  of  felf- 
furrender,  in  confequence  of  the  bill  in  queftion. 

Mr.  Burgefs  reprobated  the-fliameful  (late  of  the  infolvent  Mr.Burge 
debtor  laws,  which  (he  faid)  were  a  difgrace  to  the  ftatute 
book  of  a  free  country.  He  inftanced  that  three  perfons  had 
fuffered  execution  in  confeqnence  of  thefe  laws,  when  in  faft, 
they  had  been  moft  illegally  condemned.  He  declared  that 
he  meant,  after  the  holidays,  to  inftitute  an  inquiry  into  the 
ftate  of  the  infolvent  debtor  laws. 

Mr.  Alderman  Le  Mefurier  arofe  fas  flieriff  of  London)  Mr. Aid. I 
to  give  the  Houfc  fome  information  refpedling  the  ftate  of  the  ^*^"^^ 
prifons  in  London  and  Southwark,  and  he  begged  leave  to  af- 
fure  the  Houfe,  that  debtors  had  not  come  into  thofe  prifons 
fafter,  or  in  greater  proportions  in  confequence  of  the  pending 
infolvent  debtors'  bill  than  before.  He  ftated,  that  the  chance 
of  an  infolvent  debtors'  bill  palling  both  Houfes,  had  of  late 
years,  been  fo  precarious,  that  no  debtor  in  his  fenfes,  who 
was  at  liberty,  would  caft  himfelf  into  prifon  upon  fo  uncer- 
tain a  rifque  as  a  fpeedy  delivery  under  the  fanftionof  a  pend- 
ing infolvent  debtor's  bill.  Mr.  Le  Mefurier  fpoke  in  parti- 
cular of  the  inconveniencies  fuffered  in  the  jail  of  Newgate 
from  its  great  crowd  of  prifoners,  and  faid,  that  the  cuftom 
of  imprifonment  for  debt  called  fo  loudly  for  fome  alteration, 
that  he  was  exceedingly  happy  to  hear  that  a  member  of  fo 
much  abilities  as  the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  near 
him  (Mn  Burgeis)  had  intimated  his  intention  to  infti- 
tute an  inquiry  into  the  ftate  of  the  infolvent  debtors*  law. 

Sir  Jofeph  Afawbey  obferved,  that  it  had  often  fallen  to  his  sif  Jofc^l 
lot  to  bear  a  fhare  in  the  burden  of  magifterial  duty,  in  the  ^^^*»^- 
difcharge  of  infolvent  debtors  at  St.  Margaret's  Hill,  and  he 
CQuld  afture  the  Houfe,  that  much  fraud  was  pra£tifed  on 
thofe  occalions.  He  was  glad,  therefore,  to  hear  of  an  inten- 
tion to  inftitute  an  inquiry  into  the  ftate  of  the  law  in  the 
particular  cafe  of  infolvency.  He  hoped  that  fome  perma- 
nent plan  would  bedevifed,  to  put  a  period  to  the  pra^lice  of 
fending  a  man  to  jail  for  debt,  and  at  the  fame  time  afford 
good  Neurit y  to  the  creditor,  and  guard  him  againft  fraudu* 
lent  debtors. 

The  queftion  being  put,  the  Houfe  divided. 
Ayes  61,  —  Noes  46. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  time,  and  pafled. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  XaWmg  Into  teOc\^x  c»tv- 
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fideratlon  the  report  of  the  refolutions  on  the  charges  againft 
Warren  Haftings,  Efq* 

lajorScott  Major  Scott  obferved,  that  he  came  to  the  Houfe  with  an 
intention  of  oppofing  the  refokitions  being  read  a  fecond 
time;  but  as  a  new  mode  of  proceeding  had  been  adopted* 
which  would  give  him  an  opportunity  of  fubmitting  what  he 
had  to  oflFer  tp  the  confideration  of  the  Houfe,  prior  to  the 
vote  of  impeachment,  he  fliould  referve  himfeif  until  that 
time. 

Ir.  Burke.       Mr.  Burke  faid,   thnt  the  fric:u?s  of  Mr.  Haflings  wouId» 

undoubtedly,  do  right  to  take  their  own  time  for  urging  fuch 

arguments,  as,  in  tlieir  opinion,  were  nioH:  likely  to  ferve  their 

caufe. 

.  sheri-       Mr.  Sheridan  remarked,  that  he  thought  it  fair  to  apprize 

'*^  the  honourable  gentleman  (Major  Scott)   that  he  could  not 

have  a  better  opportunity  of  arguing  the  merits  of  Mr.  Haft- 
ings, by  way  of  fet  o£F,  than  the  prefent.  If  the  merits  of  Mr. 
Haftings  were  to  be  meafured  againft  his  criminality,  the 
ifaireft,  and  indeed  the  only  mode  to  enable  the  Houfe  to  do 
fo,  at  the  proper  ftage  of  the  proceeding,  would  be  for  the 
honourable  gentleman  then  to  go  into  a  ftatement  of  thofe 
arguments,  on  the  merits,  which  he  meant  to  ufe.  In  that 
cafe,  it  might  be  found  neceflary  for  the  gentleman  on  the* 
fide  of  the  Houfe  where  he  fat,  and  all  thole  who  had  voted 
for  the  charges,  to  call  for  papers  in  order  to  repel  the  weight 
of  thofe  arguments  which  the  honourable  gentleman  might  ' 
urge,  or  to  do  away  the  imprefllon  which  they,  or  the  evi- 
dence of  any  witnefles  whom  the  honourable  gentleman 
fhould  think  proper  to  call,  might  make  upon  the  minds  of  the 
Houfe.  This  could  only  be  done  by  the  honourable  gentle- 
man's entering  into  argument  in  the  prefent  moment,  becaufe 
if  he  did  fo  at  any  fuhfequent  period,  it  wobld  have  an  unfair 
efFeft  on  the  charges,  and  the  Houfe  would  not  be  able  to 
give  the  iiiafs  of  criminality,  already  eftablifhed,  its  due 
weight.  In  order  to  exemplify  this,  Mr.  Sheridan  put  a  va- 
riety of  hypothetical  cafes,  to  {hew  the  manner  in  which  not 
ft:ating  the  argument  on  the  merits  of  Mr.  Haflings  as  a  fet 
off  then,  might  poftibly  operate  as  a  di  fad  vantage  againft 
the  fupporters  of  the  charge,  who  were  to  meafure  the  merits 
againft  the  guilt.  Different  gentlemen  had  fettled  in  their 
own  minds  different  fcales  of  the  criminality  of  Mr.  Haft* 
ings,  by  which  each  individual  would  naturally  meafure  guilt 
and  its  merits,  and  ballancing  the  one  againft  the  other,  decide 
accordingly.  Suppofe,  therefore,  the  Committee  to  whom. 
the  charges  were  to  go  to  be  put  into  proper  fhape  and  form, 
as  articles  of  impeachment  to  be  fent  up  to  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  fhould  reduce  the  charges  to  two,  was  it  to  be  imagm- 
ed  that  they  would  admit  an  unproved  and  alleged  quantum 
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of  merit  agalnft  a  proved  and  a  fubftantiated  guilt  contained 
in  two  charges?  Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  that  he  was  furprifed  alfo, 
to  find  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him 
did  riot  rife  and  urge  the  arguments,  which  he  had  declared, 
he  meant  to  bring  forward  in  fapport  of  thofe  diiFerences  and 
diflindtions  concerning  which  he  had  talked  as  being  enter-  . 
tained  by  himfelf,  refpedling  feme  of  the  charges,  and  in  par- 
ticular, that  relative  to  the  contrails.  He  was  at  a  lofs  to 
imagine,  how  the  right  honourable  gentleman  could  poflibly 
fit  and  hear  the  queftions  put  upon  ihe  refolution  relative  10 
thofe  charges,  the  irvotion  upon  which  fpecified  difl.indlly  and 
byname,  among  other  grounds  of  cpiminality,  Mr.  Auriol's 
and  Mr.  Belli's  contra6ks,  to  both  of  which  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  had  exprefsfy  objedled.  With  regard  to  the 
charge  relative  to  Benares,  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
had,  in  the  courfe  of  his  argument.  Hated  fome  phjeftions, 
though  he  had  made  no  motion.  This,  therefore,  appeared 
to  him  the  fit  opportunity  for  difcufling  thofe  ohjeftions. 

Mr.  Chancellor  P//r  having. remarked,  that  no  perfon  was  Mr.  Char 
better  entitled  than  the  honourable  gentleman  to  adhere  "^°'  ***" 
flrongly  and  perlinacioufly  to  his  own  opinions,  becaufe  no 
man  was  capable  of  forming  them  more  judicioufly,  when  he 
gave  himfelf  time  to  confider  them,  added,  that  it  was  the 
firft  time  he  ever  recoUedled  to  have  heard  any  member  at- 
tempt to  di(Sate  to  thofe  from  whom  he  expedted  oppofition, 
to  what  ftage  of  the  proceeding  that  oppofition  Ihould  be 
applied.  It  was  furely  left  open  to  any  gentlemdn  to  choofe 
that  particular  period  in  which  he  thought  he  could,  with  the 
greateft  advantage,  offer  his  fentiments  to  the  Houfe ;  nor 
drd  he  know  by  what  title  any  perfon  could  arrogate  to  him- 
felf the  prerogative  which  the  honourable  gentleman  had  at- 
tempted to  exercife  of  choofing  for  other  members  the  time ' 
in  which  it  wa^  thought  proper  for  therri  to  come  forward 
with  their  opinions.  For  his  own  part,  although  he  coin- 
cided with  the  honourable  gentleman  who  brought  forward 
the  profecHtion,  on  the  general  queftion  of  the  impeachment, 
yet  on  the  particular  articles  of  it,  he  fliould,  in  all  probabi- 
lity entertain  fome  di^rence  of  opinion.  This  would  of 
courfe  lead  him  to  fubmit  fome  propofitions  to  the  Houfe, 
with  the  view  of  narrowing  the  fubjeft  matter  of  impeach- 
ment, and  confining  it  to  fuch  obje6ls  as  appeared  to  him  of 
magnitude  and  probability  fuSScient  to  warrant  fuch  a  pro- 
ceeding. But  thofe  propofitions  he  ihould  certainly  fubmit 
in  that  fiage  of  the  bufinefs,  which  he  thought  beft  adapted 
to  them,  and  in  which  he  ihould  be  able  to  do  it  in  a  manner 
beft  calculated  for  the  eafe  of  the  Houfe,  and  for  the  fatis- 
fa£lion  of  his  own  mind.  Yet  he  was  fomewhat  fur^rifed^ 
that  the  honburable  gentleman,  zealous  as  Vie  C!&tX.ivwV}  -w^i'^ 
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in  the  caufe,  and  happy  to  bring  it  to  a  fpeedy  concIuGon^ 
ihould  fuggeft  a  mode  of  proceeding  likely  to  be  produAive 
of  great  delay  and  difficulty — the  examination  of  ^itneiiies 
to  iubftantiate  whatever  merit  might  be  alledged  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Haftings,  and  have  its  weight  2l%  2i  fit  off.  Nor  could 
be  reconcile  it  to  fuch  zeal  and  anxiety,  that  the  honourable 
gentleman  fhould  be  extremely  folicitous  to  procure  an  oppo- 
fition  to  any  one  individual  ilage  of  the  bufmefs,  as  he  feem- 
cd  upon  the  prefent  occafion.  And  it  appeared  to  him  ftill 
more  extraordinary  to  hear  the  honourable  gentleman  Com- 
plain of  the  delay,  after  the  acquiefcence  which  he  had  him- 
felf  given,  not  only  by  his  filence,  but  alfo  by  evident  marks 
of  aifent  to  what  he  had  propofed  the  day  before,  and  what 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him  (Mr.  Burke) 
had  then  fo  fully  acceded  to,  and  approved.  He  had  already 
fpoken  his  fentiments  fo  amply  on  the  fubjecS,  and  fliould  have 
occafion  perhaps  again  to  fay  fo  much  more  concerning  it, 
and  it  was  indeed  his  duty,  on  many  occafions,  to  take  up 
fo  much  of  tlieir  time — but  more  from  a  defire  to  confult  thp 
cafe  of  the  Houfe,  than  with  any  view  to  his  own  conve- 
nience :  he  fliould  avoid  repeating  what  he  had  already  ftated 
in  argument,  and  content  himfelf  with  remarking,  that  he 
had  heard  nothing  which  could  alter  the  opinion  under  which 
he  and  the  Houie  had  leparated  the  preceding  night;  and  he. 
declared,  that  having  that  night  underflood,  in  common 
withtl.e  Houfe,  that  no  debate  was  to  be  brought  on  of  a 
nature  limilar  to  tliat  which  the  honourable  gentleman  wifhed 
to  fet  on  foot,  he  fliould,  were  fuch  a  proceeding  to  be 
adopted,  feel  himfelf  precluded  from  taking  any  part  in  it 
whaifoever. 
Ifr.Sbcri-  Mr.  Sheridan  begged  leave  to  aflTure  the  right  honourable 
***  gentleman,  that  he  by  no  means  deiigned  to  arrogate  to  him- 

felf a  prerogative  which  did  not  bqlong  to  him,  much  lefg 
to  affume  the  right  of  dicfiating  to  any  of  the  members, 
w  hen  they  fliould  urge  fuch  object tions  as  they  might  mean  to 
offer.  He  had,  in  fairnefs,  riien  to  appriie  the  honourable 
gentleman  (Major  Scott)  oppofite  te  him,  that  if  he  or  any 
other  friend  of  Mr.  Haftings  meant  to  argue  the  merits  of 
Mr.  Hading?  by  way  of  y^/.^jf  againft  his  criminality,  they 
could  not  take  a  more  favourable  opportunity  than  the  pie- 
prefcnt.  He  had  afligned  his  reafons  for  entertaining  that 
opinion,  and  that  opinion  he  fl:ill  continued  mofl:  firmly  tp  em- 
brace. The  remark,  that  he  had  tacitly  conceded  to  the  pro- 
pofitions  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  the  preceding 
evening,  was  certainly  well  founded;  but  he  had  not  'either 
recalled  or  violated  that  conceflion;  for  what  was  it,  but  an 
acquiefcence,  inftead  of  infifting  on  putting  the  queftion. 
'*  That  Mr.  Hafli.igs  be  impeached^'*  21^  foon?^^  th^Comr 
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inittee  had  agreed  to  the  refolutiohs  contained  in  the  Report, 
that  the  refolutions  ihould  be  referred  to  a  Committee,  to  fee 
by  them  piit  into'  proper  fhape  as  articles  of  Impeachment. 
Had  he  in  the  fmalleft  degree  refilled  that  in  his  former  ar- 
gument ?  He  certainly  had  not^  but  had  merely  argued 
upon  the  refolutions  then  about  to  be  read  a  fecond  time; 
Land  fo  far  frotn  that  being  contrary  to  any -agreement  or  ge- 
neral underftAnding  of  the  Hbufe,  the  reverfe  was  the  fa6l ; 
for  it  had  been  generally  underftood,  that  the  debate  of  that 
day  was  to  have  been  put  upon  the  refolutions,  and  a<juar- 
ter  of  an  hour  befdre  he  rofe,  he  had  heard  the  honourable 
gentleman  hlmfelf  (Major  Dcott).obfetve^  that  he  meant  that 
day  tp  have  gone  into  much  argument  upon  the  fubjcft.  The 
.  right  honourable  gentleman  had  thought  proper  to  make  his 
complaints  againfl  being  diflated  to,  as  to  the  time  moft  pro- 
per for  him  to  make  his  objeftions,  but  he  (Mr.  Sheridan) 
muft  ftill  perfift  in  faying,  that  after  the  right  honourable 
gentleman's  having  moved  an  amendment  to  the  refolution 
originally  moved  upon  the  charge  relative  to  contrafts,  he 
knew  not  how  the  right  honourable  gentleman  could  fit  in 
his  place,  and  fay,  lesy  when  the  queftion  was  put  upon  it^ 
thereby  affirming,  that  Mr.  Belli's  and  Mr.  Auriol's  con- 
tradls  contained  matter  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors 
againft  Warren  Haftings,  Efq. 

Mr..  Burke  remarked,  that  he  felt  it  neceflary  to  proteft,  ^r-  Bur 
and  this  in  the  moft  folemn  manner,  againft  thtj  entertaining, 
for  a  fingle  moment,  fuch  an  idea,  as  a  Jet  rff<,  againft  a 
pointed,  pofitivc,  and  direft  perfonal  criminal  charge.  A 
Jet  off  comM  only  be  urged,  where  general  crimrnality  was 
imputed  or  fufpcQed,  againft  which  it  might  be  fair  to  plead 
general  merits,  but  where  a  fpecific  charge  of  criminality 
had  been  exhibited,  it  became  an  aft  of  duty  to  put  the  party 
accufed  upon'hrs  trial,  without  regard  to  any  merits  which 
he- might  poflefs,  in  any  part  of  his  conduft.  In  the  pre- 
fent  cafe,  it  would  be  idle  to  talk  of  admitting  the  plea  of 
any  merits  in  Mr.  Haftings,  as  2ifet  offi  and,  indeed,  if  the 
general  maxim,  to  which  he  had  juft  adverted,  was  not  o£ 
itielf  fufficiently  ftrong,  two  points  were  urged  by  Mr. 
Haftings  himfelf  in  his  defence  at  the  bar,  which  renderied 
any  attempts  to  plead  his  merits  as  "Sijet  ^againft  his  crimes 
impoffible.  Thefe  were,  in  the  firft  place,  Mr.  Haftings' 
complaint  againft  his  accufer,  for  tardinefs,  for  not  bringing 
him  to  his  trial  with  fufficient  difpatch.  Secondly,  Mr. 
Haftings'  declared  difdain  of  any  benefit  which  might  re- 
fult  from  having  his  general  merits  pleaded,  either  as  a  pal- 
liative, or  a  juftification  of  his  conduft.  As  to  the  perfon 
who  ftood- forward  as  the  accufer  being  chatted  m\.\v\»x4!v- 
nefs^'be  was  ready  to  plead  guilty  t^  l\\^  i^W^\Vitv.  "\>k5X 
Vol.  XXIL  K  ^^^^^^ 
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perfon  ever  had  been,  and  ever  would  be  flow  to  criminatf, 
but  when  impelled  by  public  duty  to  takf?  up  that  charader, 
he  would  always  endeavour  to  remain  fteady  and  temperate. 
Mr.  Burke  alluded,  in  the  courfe  of  his  fpeech,  to  the  argu* 
ment  of  Mr.  Hardingeon  the  doflrine  of  vifet  off,  delivered 
at  an  early  period  of  the  proceeding,  and  a  matter  better  ar- 
gued, or  more  clearly  urged,  he  declared,  that  he  had  never 
heard.  That  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  had  men- 
tionc  d  the  cal'e  of  Lord  Clive,  where  tlic  queftion  had  been, 
i;(rhethet  certain  territorial  poflefhons,  obtained  by  Lord 
•Clive,"  belonged  to  the  Eaft-India  Company  ?  That  matter 
was  inquired  into,  and  it  was  decided,  that  the  lands  were 
their  property.  The  next  qi?ellion  would  ha\^  been>  whe- 
ther Lord  Clive  had  any  right  to  hold  in  disbands,  territories 
belonging  to  the  Eall-India  Company  r  In  that  ftage  of  the 
bufiners,  was  it  declared,  that  on  account  of  Lord"  dive's 
general  merits,  he  fliould  be  allowed  to  continue  in  pofleffion. 
Mr.  Burke  pointed  out  the  diiference  between  a  cafe  like 
this,  and  a  cafe  where  lerious  and  ipecilic  charges  of  crimi- 
nality liad  been  formally  brought  forward,  inveftigated  and 
fubftantiated,  and  he  added,  that  in  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings,  after  what  tliat  gentleman  had  himfelf  faid  at  the  bar, 
it  was  iippolliMe  to  think  of  admitting  fuch  a  fct  off,  as  could 
in  no  criminal  proiecmion  be  admitted,  without  rendering 
all  future  criminal  proltcutions  nugatory  and  ulelefs* 
^>or Scott  Major  Suctt  remarked,  that  he  could  poiitively  aiTure  the 
right  honourable  g;3ntlcinan,  that  he  had  no  idea,  either  now 
or  at  any  other  time,  to  plead  Mr.  Hallings'  good  conduit 
:i^  zjt't  off  againil:  delinquencies.  He  had  uniformly  oppofed 
all  the  charges,  from  a  confcientious  belief  that  Mr.  Haf- 
tings  ditcovered  extraordinary  nierit  in  thofe  very  afts  which 
were  voted  as  grounds  for  impeachment;  and,  therefore, 
whenever  he  had  Hated  the  merits  of  Mr.  Haftmgs,  or  when-p 
ever  he  miglit  liate  them  hereafter,  it  neither  was  nor  coiild 
be  upon  the  moll  diilant  idea  oi  Jetting  them  off  againft  fup- 
pofed  delinquencies. 

The  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  had  faid  very 
truly,  that  it  was  his  intention  to  oppofe  the  report  in  this  . 
ftage,  but  he  would  not  prefume  to  fet  up  his  own  opuioii 
contrary  to  the  general  wifh  or  fenfe  of  the  Houfe;  and'it 
certainly  was  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  to  poftpone  the  debatie 
until  after  the  recefs.  The  Major  faid,  that  as  he  underftood' 
it,  the  refolutions  were  to  be  read  merely  froforma^  that  the 
charges  were  then  to  be  fent  to  a  Committee,  that  articles 
were  to  be  prefented  and  reported,  and  upon  the  report  of 
thofe  articles,  he  prefumed,  that  the  debate  might  come  on 
■with  more  propriety  than  at  the  prefent  moment,  fince,  in 
iS^  the  report  was  a  part  of  ihe  ^^refewX.  ^xoc;^^^\v\^,    ^^qh 
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he  was  perfeflly  free  to  fay,  that  if  the  articles  fliould  bo  re- 
ceived in  the  report,  it  was  not  his  intention,  by  ajiy  means, 
to  oppofe  the  final  vote  of  impeachment.  In*^faying  this, 
he  hoped  that  it  would  not  be  irregular  to  declare,  that  he 
fpoke  the  fentimeiits  of  Mr.  Haftings.  If  the  articles  fliould 
,  be  reported,  he  even  wiftied  the ''impeachment  to  follow;  and 
if  the  Houfe  would  induJge  him,  he  would  read,  as  a  part  of 
his  fpeech,  Mr.  Haftings'  fentiments,  in  his  own  words. 
-They  were,  as  follow : 

"  Though  it  might  be  deemed  prefumption  in  me  to  de* 
"  clafeany  wifli  or  expeftation  concernii^g  the  mode  in  which  . 
"  the  Houfe  of  Commons  may,  in  its  wildoip  orjuftice,  de*  . 
<^  termjne  to  proceed  in  the  profecution  of  the  inquiry  into 
*^  my  conduft,  How  depending  before  them ;  yet  as  it  haa 
^^  been  reported,  that  many  gentlemen,  members  of  that 
*^  honourabfe  Affembly,  who  have  not  chofen  to  give  their 
,*^  conflant  attendance  on  the  Committee  holden  on  this  bu» 
"  finefs;  have  exprefled  their  determination  of  oppofing  the 
f'  general  queftion  of  impeachment,  when  it  fliall  be  brought 
^*  before  the  colledtive  bpdy  of  this  Houfe;  I  hope  I  may, 
^*  without  irregularity,  or  the  imputation  of  difrefpecS^,  in- 
f^  timate  my  fenfe  of  fuch  a  determination,  both  as  it  may 
^*  refpe£t  that  *  queftion,  and  the  olaim  which  I  conceive  I 
'^  poflefs  to  attendance  on  the  queftion  upon  the  report, 
f  ^  which  in  the  due  order  of  bufinefs  will  precede  it. 

*^  I.prefume,  that  in  the  prefent  examination  of  my  pub^ 
*'  lie  conduft,  there  are  two  leading,  and,  as  it  appears  to 
**  me,  exclufive  objedts,  of  equal  and  reciprocal  obligation ; 
*'  namely,  that  juftice  may  be  done  to  the  nation  in  the  re-  • 
*'  drefs  or  puniftiment  of  wrongs,^  which  it  may  be  even- 
*^  tually  proved  thatit  has  faftained  by  my  a6ls;  aud  that 
**  juftice^  may  be  done  to  an  individual,  who  may  be  even- 
*^  tually  p|*oved  to  have  been  wronged  by  unfouiided  accufa« 
<*  tions,  and  who  even  thinks  that  he  has  a  claim  to  the  ap- 
<*  plaufeof  his  country,  for  thofe  very  acSls  which  have  been 
^^  drawn  into  crimination  againft  him. 

**  If  it  fliali  be  refolved  by  the  honourable  Houfe  of  Com- 
<*  raons  to  agree  to  the  report  of  the  Committee,  that  is  to  fay, 
**  if  it  fhall  be  refolved  tliat  there  is  ground  for  impeaching 
*^  me  for  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  on  the  charges  oil 
f*  which  the  Committee  have  already  pafled  that  decifioq, 
**  I  preYume,  that  the  refolution  for  the  impeachment  ought 
^^  to  follow  of  courfe,  as  the  only  means  which  can  fatisfy 
<*  the  juftic^  of  the  nation  in  the  fuppofition  of  my  guilt,  . 
**  or  clear  my  character  in  the  fuppofition  of  my  innocence. 
f*  With  regard  to  the  firft  of  thefe  conclufions  I  have  no 
**  claiiri :  but  for  the  laft,  I  may,  in  common  with  the 
f?  jnpaijeil:  of  il^e  fubje&s  of  this  realmj  ^Kei^t  mN  \\^^  v<> 
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*^  the  benefit  and  p.roteftion  of  its  laws ;  and  I  truft,  that  the 
**  honourable  Houfe  of  Commons,  which  has  ever  been  con- 
**  fidered  as  the  guardian  and  protestor  of  the  laws,  will  nof 
"  fuffer  my  name  to  be  branded  with  the  fouleft  and  blacked ^ 
*'  imputations  upon  their  records,  without  allowing  me  at 
ff  the  fame  time  the  only  legal  means  of  effacing  theni»-  by 
"  transferring  them  tor  trial  to  the  Houfe  of  Peers  in  the 
**  form  of  an  impeachment.  1 

<*  To  tTiis  opinion  I  humbly  beg  leave  to  add  my  requeft, 
*^  and  it  is  the  only  requeft  or  application  which  I  have  hi- 
^*  therto  permitted  myfelf  to  make  to  any  of  the  individual 
"  -menibers  of  the  Houfe  on  the  prpcefs  of  this  bufinefS| 
**  that  if  it  fhall  be  refolved  on  the  report,  that  there  is 
*'  ground  to  charge  me  with  high  qrimes  and  mifdeqieanorS} 
•  *♦  they  will  afford  me  the  benefit  of  their  votes,  thougK 
f^  united  with  thofe  of  my  profecutors,  that  I  may  be  brought 
"  to  legal  trial  for' the  fame. 

«  WARREN  HASTINGS.* 

Major  Scott  now  obferved,  that  he  looked  upon  the  ar- 
ticles, andil)©  report  of  the  articles,  as  part  of  the  proceed- 
ings'of  that  day ;  but  if  the  articles  were  once  reported  an4 
i^greed  to,  he  fhouJd  look  upon  the  irnpeachment^s  a  matter 
of  neceffity  andjuftice.  He  muft  on  this  occafion  beg  leave 
to  fay  a  few  words  concerning  the  remarks  which  had  fallex| 
from  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  the  pre* 
ceding  night,  Avhen  he  was  abfent.  He  was  told,  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  that  he  (the  Major)  had  coor 
feffed  giving.  7000I.  to  the  editor  of  a  newfpaper;  but,  fure* 
Jy,  no  man  could  fuppofe  hini  capable  of  fuch  bafe  and  ridi- 
culous corruption.  He  had  not  givpn  the  half  of  ievei| 
hundred:  pounds;  and  when  he  did  give  it,  it  was  at  a  tim? 
when  the  ihterefls  6f  others  were  more  concerned  in  Mr. 
Haftings'  fuccefs  than  he  himfel?j  but  he  had  paid  7006I. 
for  difpatches  over  land,  and  he  had  been  the  huipble  inftm- 
merit  of  performing  a  moft  important  and  effential  fervice.tQ 
his  country,  though  the  merit 'was  due  to  Mr.  Hafling^'  by 
whofe  diredlion  he  fent  him  conllant  accounts  of  the  moft 
/  important  public  tranfaflions-^not  points  in  which  private 
interefts  were  concerned,  but  momenfous  public  matters—- 
at  a  time  when  the  Eaft-India  Company  fupported  Mr.  Haft 
tings,  and  His  Majefty^s  'Minifters  had  interdidled  them^ 
from  fending  difpatches  to  Bengal.'  He  was  equally  clejur  of 
corruption  in  every  other  point. 
Mr. Fox.  Mr.  Fox  {aiii,  that  after  the  letter  froni  lyTr.  ^aftjfigi^ 
which  the  honourable  gentleman  had  read,  and  after  his  ow9 
declaration  as  to  the  point  at  which  he  meant  to  airh,  tfap 
preventing  the  refolutions  from  ftaudm^  0^  live  Journals^  if 
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would  prove  extremely  unfair  if  he  were  not  to  warn  the 
honoiirable  gentleman  that  the  fit  opportunity  for  him  to  ' 
.  rife,  with  any  hope  of  fuccefs,  was  at  that  moment,  fincc, 
if  he  let  fo  favourable  an  occafion  flip,  the  very  circumftanci^ 
which  he  \ri/hed  to  avoid  muft  happen:  the  refolutions  muft 
iian4  upon  the  Journals,  where  tVie  agreeing  to  read  them  a 
fecond  time  would  inevitably  place  them.     Having  fiated 
this,  Mr.  Fox  added,  that  he  differed  from  his  honourable 
friend  a$  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  him. 
Moft  certainly  there  would  be  a  ftage  of  the  bufinefs  when 
that  right  honourable  gentleman  might,  with  as  much  pro- 
priety as  at  prefent,  if  not  whh  more,  and  with  full  as  much 
advantage,  argue  his  differences  of  opinion  relative  to  the 
charge  about  the  contradls  and  the  charce  relative  to  Benares. 
With  regard  to  the  agreement  to  fend  the  refolutions  to  a 
Committee,  and  not  to  go  igamediately  to  the  queftion  of 
impeachment,  he  ^t  leaft,  he  fuppofed,  might  be  prcfumed 
t6  confider  hFmfelf  as  one  who  had  not  acceded  to  it.     In- 
,  deed  fo  far  from  it,  that  whether  it  might  be  called  obfti- 
nacy,  or  any  thing  elfe,  he  at  that  moment  felt  as  decidedly 
as  ever,  in  favour  of  coming  to  an  immediate  queftion  of 
hnpeachmeht,  as  the  only  true  conftitutional  mode  of  pro- 
(feeding;  and  fure  he  was,  that  no  other  mode,  near  fo  fafe^ 
could  be  adopted,  and  that  to  adopt  any  other,  was  to  he- 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  rules,  and  a  violation  of  the  old 
eftabliflied  forms  of  proceeding  in  that  Houfe.     In  fefpeft 
to  there  havmg  been  any  agreement,  not  to  debate  the  refo- 
lutions, the  very  reverfe  was  the  faft.     It   had  indeed  been 
faid  the  preceding  night,  that  if  there  was  not  likely  to  be 
any  great  difference  of  opinion  upon  the  refolutions,  then  it 
would  be  right  to  read  them  directly  a  fecond  time;  but 
when  the  honourable  gentleman,  who  fpoke  laft,  declared, 
that  he  jthoufd  enter  into  an  argument  upon  them  much  at 
length,  it  was  determined  to  adjourn  the  confideratipn  of 
them  to  this  day,  for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of  debating  them. 
If,  therefore,  tne  honourable  gentleman  did  not  feize  the 
opportunity,  he  did  not  a6l  up  to  a  very  natural  and  fair  fen- 
J^iment  expreffed  by  Mr.  Haftings  in  his  letter  juft  read,  and 
which  was  th^  precife  fentiment  Which  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  urged  the  preceding  evening,  as  his  reafon  for 
wifljing  to  argue  the  refolutions. 

Mr.  Dundas  obferved,  that  at  no  period  whatfo^ver,  fmce  Mr-  Du 
he  firft  enjoyed  the  honour  of  a  feat  in  the  Houfe,  did  he  ***• 
feel  himf^lf  more  embarraffed  than  during  the  fpace  of  the 
laft  hour,  when,  without  any  queftion  for  their  arguments, 
gentlemen  were  inclined  to  continue  a  debate,  tnore  likely  to 
create  difference  of  opinion  thao  that  vinaLtv\m\X.^  ^\v\Aw^v\ 
M  kQfti^d  fo  Je-Crous  of  prefer ytus*    'WVvsiv  X>aft  xX^x."^^- 
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nonrable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him  and  his  right  honourable 
friend,  who  was  abfent,  had  fo  highly  diAinguiflied  them- 
felves  the  preceding  night  by  their  excellent  and  very  aMe 
fpeechesy  he  was  rather  more  inclined  to  the  opinion  of  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him,  than  to  that  of 
his  right  honourable  friend;  but,  on  confulting  the  Tournals9 
and  fearching  for  precedents,  he  was  happy  to  hnd,  that 
there  were  fo  many,  and  thofe  fo  vere  different,  that  fcarcejy 
any  one  mode  of  condu£ling  the  impeachment  appeared 
which  the  Houfe  might  have  chofen  to  purfue,  or  which  it 
might  not  with  propriety  have  adopted.  Obferving  the  mat- 
ter to  ftand  thus,  he  had  felt  no  fort  of  difficulty  in  giving 
way  to  his  right  honourable  friend,  when  the'objcdk  was  to 
go  up  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords  with  a  ftrong  hand  ;  and  there- 
fore he  could  not  but  regret  that  the  right  honourable  genclc- 
man  fhould,  contrary  to  his  ufual  cuftom,  have  fhewn  fo 
much  ill-timed  pertinacity,  as  to  rife  up  Hill  rooted  in  his 
old  opinion.  The  preceding  evening,  Mr,  Dundas  faid,  he 
thought  it  was  becoming  in  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
to  throw, out  thofe  arguments  wliich  he  had  fo  ably  urged  in 
favour  of  an  immediate  queflion  of  impeachment;  it  was  in- 
cumbent upon  him  in  a  manner  to  purge  himfelf  of  the  ideas 
which  he  then  entertained ;  but  he  faw  no  reafon  whatever* 
for  his  ftill  adhering  with  a  pertinacity,- or  rather  pervicacity^ 
to  an  argument,  which  could  not  lead  to  the  attainment  of 
any  good  whatjever.  With  as  little  reafon  had  other  gentle-i 
men  prelfed  his  right  honourable  friend  to  come  that  evening 
to  a  difcufTion  of  his  differences  of  opinion  refpedling  tl^<5 
charge  about  the  contradts,  and  the  chzjrge  relative  to  Benares^ 
There  was  a  line  of  conduft  perfedly  becoming  for  his  right 
honourable  friend  to  a6b  upon,  during  his  prefent  doubts  in^ 
regard  to  the  charges  he  had  mentioned,  and  which  under 
the  fame  circumftanccs  be  fliould  be  proud  to  adopt;  but  did 
gentlemen  think  it  wife  to  prefs  his  right  honourable  friend 
to  give  his  opinion  at  the  prefent  period  ?  Surely,  a  mo* 
ment's  confiderition  would  teach  them  that  in  the  courfe  of 
a  fortnight,  fuppofing  his  right  honourable  friend  yet  to  re- 
tain his  opinion,  reafons  might  arife  to  juftify  his  changing 
it;  or  taking  it  the  other  way,  it  was  imprudent  on  a  fudden 
to  call  for  decifion,  where  no  decifion  would  do  any  fervice, 
and  when,  in  all  likelihood,  if  his  right  honourable  frien^  ' 
voted  againft  the  particular  refolution  in  queftion,  he  would 
doubtlefs  meet  with  fome  fupport.  Mr.  Dundas  begged,  that 
if  gentlemen  meant  merely  to  figure  away  by  making  fpeeches^ 
they  would  not  go  on  debating  when  there  was  no  obje<ft  to" 
combat;  but  as  their  abilities  were  well  known,  ai)d  there 
>vould  occur  abundant  occafion  for  them  to  exercife  their  tai 
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lents,  he  would  have  them  wait,  in  confident  expedation  of 
&ir  and  early  opportunies. 

^  Mr.  Burie  adverting  to  what  Major  Scott  had  faid  con-  Mr.  nur! 
cerning  the  7000I.  belonging  to  Mr.  Haftings,  and  expended 
by  the  former,  declared  that  he  could  not  anfwer  for  news- 
paper accounts ;  from  whence  in  all  probability  the  honou- 
rable gentleman  had  dr^wn  his  information;  but  he  had  (he 
could  aflure  the  honourable  gentleman)  only  faid,  that  if 
the  editor  of  a  morning  paper  had  taken  Mr.  Haftings'  mo- 
ney, and  returned  him  ill  ufage  in  exchange,  he  had  ferved 
him  as  Mr.  Haftings  ferved  Cheyt  Sing,  accepted  his  pre- 
fent,  and  inftantly  commenced  his  perfecutor.  With  regard 
to  the  7000I.  he  had  Ipoken  of  it  exadlly  as  the  honourable 
^gentleman  had  now  defcribed  it,  as  a  fum  expended  in  ex- 
prefles  to  convey  intelligence  to  India. 

The  following  refolutjons  were  now  read,  and  a  queftioti 
put  upon  each.     They  were  all  agreed  to. 

Rcfolved,  "  That  this  Committee  having  confidered  the 
<^  third  article  of  charge  of  high  crimes  and  mifdenieanors 
**  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Elcj.  late  Governor  General  of 
*'  Bengal,  and  examined  evidence  thereupon,  is  of  opinion, 
<^  that  there*  is  ground  for  impeaching  the  faid  Warren  Haf- 
*^  tings,  Efo.  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors  upon  th« 
*^  matter  of  the  faid  third  article." 

Refolved,  "  That  this  Committee  having  confidered  the  ' 
**  fourth'  article  of  the  faid  charge,  and  ojamirrcd  evidence 
•*  thereupon,  is  of  opinion,  that  there  is  ground  for  im- 
<*  peaching  the  faid  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  of  high  crimes 
*<  and  mifdemeanors  upon  the  matter  of  the  faid  article." 
'  Refolved,  "  That  this  Committee  having  confidered  the 
*'  fifth  article  of  the  faid  charge,  and  examined  evidence 
•<  thereupon,  is  of  opinion,  that  there  is  ground  for  im- 
<^  peaching  the  faid  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  of  high  crimes 
*^  and  mifdemeanors  upon  the  matter  of  the  faid  article." 

Refolved,  "  That  this  Comnjittee  having  confidered  thfr 
«*  7th,  ipth,  nth,  and  12th  articles  of  the  faid  cliarge,  and 
<^  examined  evidence  thereupon,  is  of  opinion,  that  there 
«<,  is  ground  for  impeaching  the  faid  Warren  Haftings,  Efq. 
**  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors  upon  the  matter  of  the 
-**  faid  articles,  fo  far  as  the  fame  relate  to  the  condudl  of 
^*  the  faid  Warren  Haftings  refpe6ling  the  contrail  for  bul* 
*<  locks  in  September,  1779,  and  for  opium  in  May,  1781, 
<'  and  Tefpefting  the  allowances  paid  to  Sir  Eyre  Coote,  and 
*^  charged  on  the  Vizier  of  Oude,  and  fo  far  as  the  faid 
*^  articles  refpeft  the  agency  in  1777,  and  the  contraS  irv 
**  1779,  for  viiftualling  the  garrifon  of  Fort  WilUaira^  %t^»x- 
**  ed  to  John  Belli^  Efq.  and  the  agency  for  vVie.  '*\x^\\"^  ^^ 
'  ^^  rjce^  granted  to  James  Peter  Auriol,  E^<  ^vv'l^'^o^ 


PARLIAHTENTARY      .      Ji.  178)4 

ReToIved,  <^  That  this  Committee  having  confidered  tUe 
^*  twenty-fecond  article  of  the  faid  charge,  and  examined 
^  evidence  thereupon,  is  of  opinion,  that  there  is  groQDd 
^^  for  impeaching  the  (aid  Warren  Haftings,  £(b.  of  high 
^'  crimes  and  mifdemeanors  upon  the  matter  of  the  (aid  ar- 
«  tide." 

Refolved,  '^  That  this  Committee  having  confidered  the 
^  eighth  article  of  charge  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanon 
**  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  late  Governor  Geneial  of 
*^  Bengal,  and  examined  evidence  thereupon,  is  of  opinion, 
^*  that  there  is  ground  for  impeaching  the  faid  Warren  Haf- 
^  tings,  Efq.  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors  upon  the 
•*  matter  of  the  faid  article." 

Mr.  Burke  then  moved,  *^  That  a  Committee  be  appoint- 
'*  ed  to  prepare  articles  of  impeachment  on  the  articles  of 
**  charges,  &c." 

Mr.  Burke  afterwards  moved,  that  the  Committee  coih 
jCft  of  the  following  gentlemen ; 


Edmund  Burke,  Efo. 
Right  Hon.  C.  J.  Fox, 
R.  B.  Sheridan,  Efq. 
Sir  James  Erfkine, 
Right  Hon.  Tho.  Pelham, 
Right  Hon.  W.  Wyndham, 
Hon.  St.  Andrew  St.  John, 
John  Anftruther,  Efq. 
Wm.  Adam,  Efq. 
M»  A.  Taylor,  Efq. 


Welbore  Ellis,  Efq. 
Rt.  Hon.  JFred.  MoutagQ^ 
Sir  Grey  Cooper, 
Philip  Francis,  E(q. . 
Sir  Gilbert  Elliot, 
Dudley  Long,  Efq. 
Vifcount  Maitlandy 
Hon.  G.  A.  North,  . 
General  Burgoyne, 
CharlesL^Grcy,  Efq. 


It  was  moved  in  the  ufual  forms,  that  the  Commiftdfc  be 
invefted  with  the  cuftomary  powers  of  calling  for  papers 
and  witnefles,  fitting  where  they  pleafed,  &c.  &c.  and  it 
was  agreed  on  all  hands,  that  it  muft  neceffarily  be  a  Secret 
Committee. 

A  dlvifion  took  place  upon  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Francis 
The  jyes  were  96,  and  the  Noes  44* 

The  queftion  of  adjournment  was  then  put  and  carried*^ 

fFednefdayy  4th  JpriL 

fr.  Oifl.  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  b^ged  leave  to  acquaint  'th«  HouSh 
iiUit  iTM.  that  he  had  a  propofition  in  contemplation,  which  he  fliould 
perhaps  offer  to  the  confideration  of  the  Committee  rf 
Ways  and  Means  after  the  holidays,  relating  to  the  dntf  | 
on  horfes*  As  it  was  of  a  nature  different  from  any  inei*' 
furc  which  had  ever  been  adopted  in  this  country,  be 
Aought  it  re^uifitc  to  give  this  long  uouce :  he  could  not 
Sfjret  determine  whether  or  uol  t£tt  ^\;3iT\v^<i>M^  ^tiV^, 
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ihquiry,  appear  eligible,  as,  every  expe^e^J  information  had 
not  yet  come  in;  but  that  gentleman  might  have  turned 
it  in  their  minds,  and  be  prepared  to  judge  of  jt,  if  brought 
-  forward,  he  informed  them,  that  it  was  ?  prppoipl  to  farm 
thofe  duties,  in  like  manner  as  the  turnpike  tolls  were 
^  farmed.  *  ,.,        ,       , . 

Mr.  Alinchin  having  moved  for  "  An  Account  of  the  Mr*  ^ 
**  number  of  perfons  committed  to  prifon,  tried,  acquitted,  ^*"*^^*'* 
**  condemned,  reprieved,  pardoned,  or  puniflied,  within  the 
**  county  of  Middlefex,  between  the  firft  day  of  June,  1786, 
^Vand  the  firft  day  of  April,  1787,  fpecifying  .the  times  of 
*^  commitment  and  triad,  the  crimes  and  punifhment;"  ob- 
lerved,  that  he  meant  (hortly  after  the  holidays  to  fiiggeft  a 
propofitioi>  relative  to  the  penal  laws  of  the  kingdom. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  third  reading  of  the  Cpnfo- 
lidation  Duty  Bill  having  been  moved  and  read,  the  bill  was 
read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  Chancellor  P/*//  brought  up  a  claufe  which  (he  con- Mr.  Ch in- 
tended) appeared  calculated  for  the  purpofe  of  preferving  ^^^^^  ^i^^» 
the  fame  fimplicity  and  cleamefs  in  the  revenue,  as  was  to 
be  eftabliftied  by  the  pwefent  Confolidation,  notwithftanding 
any  future  additional  duties,  ^and  for  preventing  a  repetition 
of  the  confufion  which  had  arifen  from  former  appropria- 
^tions,  in  cafe  of  amy  new  loans  which  might  hereafter  be- 
come neceflary.  Another  claufe,.  enafting  that  an  account 
of  the  ftate  of  the  receipt  of  the  cuftoms  Ihould  every  year 
be  laid  before  Parliament  within  fourteen  days  of  the  com- 
roencement  of  each  feflion,  was*  brouglit  up,  atid  the  quef- 
tion  being  put,  **  That  the  bill  do  now  pafs,** 

Mr.  JoUiffe  obferved,  that  his  anxiety  to  underftand  this  Mr,  Joll.flii 
fubjeft  as  fully  as  poffible,  had  prevented  his  troubling  the 
Houfe  at  an  earlier  period;  and  refolving  that  his  condu(Sk 
ihould  be  entirely  influenced  by  the  opinion  which  he  might;^^- 
form,  he  had.  waited,  expefling  to  have  heard  from  the  Mi- 
nifter  fome  reafons  to  induce  him  to  fupport  the  propofi- 
tion  of  a  commercial  treaty  wifh  France.     But  with  ajl  hrs 
attention  he  had  not  been  able  to  difcover  the  promife  of 
even  one  fingle  permanent  benefit  which  fhould,  in  confe- 
quence,  alight  upon  this  country.    Mere  declamation  on  the 
advantages  to  accrue  from  the  extenfion  of  commerce  an4 
the  encouragement  of  manufaAure,   was  all  which  either 
had  been,  or  could  be  offered :  he  therefore  felt  himfelf  com- 
pelled to  oppofe  the  farther  progrefs  of  a  meafure  which,  lid 
ysrvi%  confident,  muft  produce  the  overthrow  oif  tjie  empire 
bf  Grfeat  Britain.    Before  h^  entered  on  the  difcuffion.of  the 
treaty  itfelf,  ain4  the  dreadful  confequences  which,  he  was 
convinced,  rriuft  arife  firom  it,  hedcCired  tbaS!\iie\\\&'ft.o>3i^^ 
l^  w  perfedtly  he  ^greoi  With  the  hQ<iotjLX3i)k  e^v\x\psv^^  ^^. 
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member  for  Yorldhire)  in  th^  pofition,  that  this  neither  wat 
nor  ought  to  be  confidered  as  a  party  queftion ;  that  in  it 
were  involved  the  greateft  political,  as  well  as  commercial 
interefls  of  the  kingdom ;  that  on  it  depended  not  only  the 
manufafture,-  the  trade,  and  the  navigation  of  this  country, 
but,  he  would  affirm,  the  continuance  of  independency  in 
this  empire.     It,  therefore,  was  paramount,  and  far  ai>ove 
•very  idea  of  party  or  private  confideration,  and  ill  fhould 
he  deferve  to  be  admitted  of  any  party,  who   could  lend 
himfelf  to  fruftrate  or  promote  (againft  his  real  opinion)  a 
meafure  which  all  acknowledged  would  either  forward  the 
intereft,  or  produce  the  ruin  of  the  country.'    He  therefore 
flattered  himfelf,  that  thofe  who  oppofed  it  would  fland  ac- 
quitted in  the  opinion  of  all  men  of  any  other  motive  than 
a  juft  and  ferious  alarm,  a  real  apprehenfion  for  the  confc' 
quences  which  might  attend  fo  daring  and  fo  ftrong  a  mea- 
fure.  If  gentlemen  would  attow  themfelves  time  to  refleA,  if 
they  would  but  judge  of  others  from  what  he  hoped  were  the 
operations  ©f  their  own  breafts,  they  would  perceive,  that 
to  any  man,  but  more  efpecially  to  thofe  who  had  commer^ 
cial  or  landed  property,  the  confideration  of  who  is  or  who 
is  not  minifter,  abftra£lly  taken,  is  not  for  a  moment  to  be 
placed  in  competition  with  fo  important  and  comprehenfive 
an  objeft  as  this  undoiibtedly  was ;  and  if  the  Minifter  con- 
tinued in  power  for  his  whole  life,  he  defied  him  fo  effisdlu- 
ally  or  fo  fpeedily,  by  6ther  meafures,  to  produce  the  de- 
ftruftion  of  his  country.     If  this  treaty  Ihould  receive  the 
fanSion  of  Parliament,  he  much  feared  that  all  the  ability 
of  the  mod  wife,  added  to  all  the  integrity  of  tlie  moft  up- 
right, would  b«  unable  to  avert  the  injury,  or  impede  the 
deftrudlion  which  this  meafure  muft  inevitably  produce.  AH, 
therefore,  which  he  defired  was  ferious  attention  to  the  fob* 
jeft,  that  the  Houfe  would  revolve  and  meditate  well  upon 
it,  and  confider  it  under  every  different  circumftance,  dtu- 
ation,  and  condition  of  the  country,  to  fee  the  various  ob- 
jects on  which  it  attadied,  and  the  different  interefts  af- 
fedled  by  it;   and  if  prejudice  on  the  one  hand,  and  confi- 
dence on  the  other,  were  entirely  laid  afide,  and  gentlemen 
would  judge  for  themfelves,  he  was  perfuaded  that  the  Pub- 
lic and  the  majority  of  the  Houfe  would  agree  with  him 
in  rejedling  a  meafure  fo  big  with  confequences  the  moft. 
fatal.     But,  he  muft  obferve,  there  was  fomething  very  inf. 
traordinary  in  the  fteps  taken  by  the  Minifter  at  the  com* 
mencement  of  the  bufinefs.     Voting  twenty  refoliitions  in 
one  night,  and  the  next  calling  Upon  the  Houfe  to  ple^ 
themfelves  to  ratify  and  confirm  them  by  an  addrefs  tonU 
Majeliyy  what  could  be  fuppofed,  \>vx\.  tVi-ax  \\^  >n;vs  a^pre" 
henfive  that  die  Houfe  would  fe&  xYv^  d^xxvgii  \  vv^  'Oc«\&wfc' 
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determined  that  they  fhould  vote  in  ignorance.  Why  fhun- 
difcuffion  ?  If  the  meafure  was  right  and  beneficial,  it  would 
h^ve  gained  friends  by  inveftigation,  it  would  have  acquired 
advocates  by  being  underftood;  and  this  he  would  aflBrm, 
that  a  minifter  who  means  well  to  his  country,  will  caufe 
an  inveftigation  of  his  conduft,  and  demand  an  inquiry  into 
the, meafures  which  he  purfues:  but,  >yhere  information  is 
withholden,  and  deliberation  denied,  it  muft  be  prefumed 
that  his  motives  can  only  be  an  apprehenfion  of  dlfclofure 
and  a  dread  of  reprobation.  In  confidering  this  fubjefi  (Mr. 
JoUiffe  obferved)  there  were  three  queft ions;  firft,  Is  there 
any  treaty  poflible  for  this  country  beneficially  to  enter  into 
with  France  ?  May  not  Great  Britain  be  fo  circumftanced 

,  with  that  kingdom  and  the  other  powers  of  Europe,  as  to 
render  it  not  only  dangerous,  but  aftually  ruinous,  to  have 
any  intimate  intercourfe  ?  Prepofterous  as  fome  people  might 
hold  fuch  language,  if  fully  confidered,  it  was  not  void  of 
argument  and  reafon  in  fupport  of  it.  The  fecond  point 
was,  fuppollng  fome  treaty  might  be  confined,  is  this  of 
fuch  a  nature.?  Is  there  that  reciprocal  advantage  which  we 
have  aright  to  demand?  And  the  third  is,  Whether  the 
treaty  comprehends  all  the  objefls  which  this  country  has  a 
right  to  expe6i  it  fhould  ?  and  are  not  fome  great  and  mo- 

^  mentous  articles  totally  omitted  ? — In  confidering  the  firft 
point,  it  is  neceflary  to  view  with  exaftnefs  the  circum* 
ilances  and  fituation  in  which  France  ftands,  not  only  with 
Great  Britain,  but  with  ^11  the  world ;  and  alfo  the  fitua- 
tion in  which  Great  Britain  is  with  all  the  world  as  well  as 
France.  France,  a  great  commercial  and  maritime  king- 
dom, the  hitherto  invariable  and  inveterate  enemy  of  Great 

.  Britain,  always  her  rival,  as  well  in  commerce  as  in  power^ 

'  at  the  end  of  a  war  which  fhe  commenced  in  fo  treacherous 
a  manner  as  muft  brand  her  with  the  mark  of  perfidy  to 
the  lateft  pofterity,  folicits  a  ceffation  of  ill  will,  that  mu- 

.  tual  apiraofities  may  be  laid  afide,  and  that  friendly  inter- 
courfe  may  fucceed;  that  as  they  are  neighbours,  fo  in  fu- 
ture they  may  be  friends;  and  that  as  Great  Britain  has  long 
rendered  her  much  fervice  in  the  purchafe  of  her  wines,  (o 
France,  fenfible  of  this  obligation,  in  return  is  now  defirous 

.  to  admit  the  manufaSures  of  this  country  into  her  own. 
Reduced  by  war,  (he  now  defires  to  cultivate  the  benefits 

'  arifing  from  peace;  and  indeed  fuch  a  reqneft  is  not  very  un- 
like the  language  of  the  Greeks,  when  they  left  their  horfe 
before  the  walls  of  Troy;  they  profeffed  themfelves  tired  of 
war,  and  anxious  to  give  fome  token  of  the  refpedl  which 
they  bore  to  the  bravery  of  their  enemies;  but  all  know 
the  confequences  which  attended  the  credulity  of  the  latter: 
\}eware,  that  in  this  treaty  is  not  itvNo\Nt3i^^X.^VvfN\\scx:^ 

L  2  oN^x^^-^^^ 
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'overpower  and  deftroy  you*  Mr.  Jolliffc  then  profceeded  to 
obferve,  that  the  uniform  and  invariable  difpofition  of  France 
"had  been  to  acquire  dominion,  and  to  reduce,  to  lower,  .and 
■probably  to  gain  the  aQual  pofleflion  of  this  country;  that 

•  as  this  had  ever  been,  under  all  Admipiftrations,  at  all  peri* 
ods,  her  invariable  aiip,  fo  there  was  now  more  reafon  than 
ever,  from^^r  increiifed  and  o/^r  reduced  ftrength,  to  fappofe 
her  objeft  in  no  degree  altered,  and  Her  ambition  by  no 
means  diminifhed.  Examine  well,  whether  this  treaty  does 
not  more  readily  lead  to  that  end  than  any  other  which  can 
be  devifed.  '  It  has  been  truly  and  repeatedly  affirmed,  that 
the  ftrength  of  this  country  confifts  in  her  navy,  and  that* 
her  wealth  depends  on  the  incteafe  and  profperity  of  her 
commerce.)  Obftrve,  whiether  this  treaty  docs  not  tend  .to 
diminifti  her  navy  and  annihilate  her  commerce;  and  (he 
defirerf  to  afk)  'what  is  to  render  her  refpeftable  in  Europe, 
and  thereby  to  maintain  her  commerce,  but  her  inclination 
iis  well  as  her  ability  to  check  the  ambition  and  relift  tHe 
^ower  of  France?  By  acceding  to  this  treaty  it  muft  be  ad- 
hiittell,'  that  the  policy  of  this-tcountry  is  changed,  not  only 
■with  refpeft  to  France,  but  to  every  other  power  on  tluf 
face  of  th6  globe  J  for,"  inftead  of  refifting  her  former  inve- 
terate enemy  and  checking  her  rival,  her  policy  muft  in  fu- 
ture be  to  aggrandize  this  new  friend,  ^o  render  her  rich  . 
and  powerful ;  becaufei,  if  there  be  any  argument  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Minifter,  that  our  trade  is  to  depend  on  France, 
the  more  Opulent  and  great,  the  more  powerful' and  flbu- 
Viftiitig  France  is,  the  tnore  her  riches  increafe,  the  more 
iiblb  will  fliebe  to  patronize  "bur  manufactures  and  to  en- 
courage out  commerce,  Inftead  of  endeavouring  to  deprefs, 
"We  muft  ftrive  toexalt  her,  becaufe  ftie  is  to  be  the  powe^ 

'  \o  whom  in  future  we  ard  to  look  for  the  employment-  b£ 
bur  manufadturiers  and  the  exterifion  of  our  commerce.   Mr* 

.  7bl5iffe  faid/  he  h^d  fome  little  time  paft  been  in  another 
Houre,  where' this  treaty  was  much  difcufled;  and  indeed 
he  was  greatly  fiirprized  to  hear  the  manner  in  which  fome 
perFohs  of  high  refpedtability  talked  of  this  kingdom:  the 
perfon$  Vvho'-'tti  that  plac^e' argued. in  favoiir  of  the  treaty^ 
fpoke'of  this  kingdom  as  having  totally  loft  her  confeqtienc^ 
and  importance  as  a  warlike  power  in  the  fcale  of  Europe; 
%hey  faldy  you  niuft  take  care  of  your  manufaflures,  yod 
rhuft'look  to  your  looms ;  commerce  muft  be*  your  objeA^ 
iimbltion  muft'ndldriger  be  your  piirfuit;  will  you  fet  ytftir* 
felvbs  u'ji  as  the  ftandard'to  which  every  diffatisfied" or  every 
ambitious  power  jfhall  refort  ?  No ;  you  muft  lay  afide  your 
Jealoufy,  you'  miift  fuppoft  the  political  fyftem  of  Europe 
bhanged^  and  that  as  you  decretife'  "^owi  ft.T^Y\^vVv^  Ftaa<». 

IwiZ/  diminifH  her  ambition. '  Y crv  d'vS^^etvX,  V^  'iiv^^  Vt«.; 
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f>is  ideas,  and  he  was  infinitely  concerned  to. find  lb  opulent 
and  fo  powerful  a  part  of  the  kingdom  fo  degraded  in  their 
notions,  and  fo  lowered  in  ^heir  opinions  of , the  confequence 
and  importance  of  their  country.  He  conceived,  that  to 
Increafe  the  commerce  o£  the  kingdom  you  mull  maintaia 
^  powerful  navy,  tnat  without  it  your  trade  would  ceafe, 
and  your  looms  ftand  ftill ;  as  to  jealoufy,  he  ihould  venture 
to  contend,  that  a  watchful  attention  to  th^t  power  from 
^hom  alone  we  have  any  thing  to  dread,  was  fo  far  from 
bianieablc,  that  it  was  the  firft  and  primary  duty  which  a 
Minifler  pwed  to  his  country ;  and  that  although  commerce 
and  manyfaftures  were  objeils  by  no  means  to  be  negleftcd, 
yet  fecurity  was  the  firft  point,  and  independence  the  fureft 
alliance :  inftead  of  adopting  this  fyftem,  and  purfuing  the 
path  ii^  which  our  anceftors  had  invariably  trodden,  inftead 
of  being  courted  by  all  Europe,  as  the  defender  of  the  weak 
and  the  avenger  or  the  opprefled,  we  fhall  become  the  aug- 
hienter  of  the  powerful,  and*  the  flave  of  the  mighty ;  we 

.ihall  throw  ourfelves  into  the  bofom  of  France,  and  in  fu- 
ture be  dependent  on  her  bounty.  ■  What  muft  be  the  coa- 
fequenpe  of  this  ?  The  other  powers  of  the  wc j^y  having 

■  Joft  the  anchor  in  which  they  trufted,  the  ftaff  on  which 

-they  leaned  having  bent  and  given  way,  they  muft  follow 
the  example;  they  muft  court  France  to  avert  her  ven* 
geance,  2,  s  they  will  be  deprived  of  the  means  to  defy  or 
refift  her  >  they  muft  tra,de  with  France  to  gain  her  friend- 
Jhip,  becaufe  yours  will  be  inevitably  loft.  •  Confider,  he 
iaid,  vrhetber  this  muft  not  prove  the  confequence,  and  whe-  • 
the  French  trade,  even  if  it  can  be  kept,  is  equal  to  that  of 

.  ^very  other  nation  on  the  face  of  the  globe.  For  if  you 
cannot  be  their  friend,  they  will  not  be  yours ;  and  if  you 
Decome  the  dependant  on  France,  the  reft  of  the  world  muft 
|eaye  you,  becaufe  you  will  have  deferted  them*  There  is 
fiot  a  power  on  earth  to  which  France  may  not  prove  hof- 
iile ;  and  there  is  no  impediment  to  that  hoftility  when 
yours  is  removed;  the  alternative.Jherefore  is,  that  they 
nftuft  fubmit  to  oppreffion  or  purchafe  faVour,  and  the  fa- 
vour of  Franpe  can  only  be  obtained,  by  the  transfer  of  their 
trade  fi^ni  you  to  her.  Will  RufEa,  will  Auftria,  will  any 
part  of  Italy,  wijl  the  Ui^ted  States,  will  Spain,  will  even 

'rortugal,  put  ypii  in  competition  with  France,  when  you 
have  •  aWmihilated  your  own  confequence  ?  If  it  ftiould  be 
their  iiiclmation,  they  will  not  dare  to  carry  it  into  effe6t^ 
jEvery  fo'urce  of  cpminerc^  will  be -dried  up,   except  that 

^ith  Frapce.  .  ,      .      .     -i 

Obfcrvethen  bow  you  flandat  the  end  of  the  treaty,  fup- 
po^ng  it  to  laft  to  the  limited  period;  'youVyecotcv^x!^'^  i^^«5« 

fyj^  dt^nd^at  on  France  for  every  avenue  oi  x.t^^'&\  >xA  v.xm!^c 
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to  her  bounty,  iwhether  {he  will  not  ihut  her  ports  sgainft 
yoo,  for  the  encouragement  of  her  own  manufadlures,  and  the 
protedlion  of  the  induflry  of  her  own  people.  This  (he  ob- 
lerved)  was  the  plain  confecjuence,  the  undoubted  truth, 
which  needed  neither  oratory  to  difplav  nor  argument  to  en- 
force* The  fecond  queftion  is,  Suppofing  fome  treaty  may 
poffibly  be  beneficial,  is  this  of  fuch  a  nature,  and  arc  the  adk 
vantages  reciprocal  ?  The  foundation  of  this  treaty  is,  that 
the  wines  of  France  fliall  be  admitted  into  this  kingdom  on 
lowered  duties,  and  that  fhe  fliall,  in  other  articles,  be  treated 
as  tUe  inoft  favoured  nation.  Wine  is  an  article  which  you 
neither  have  nor  ever  can  have,  to  fupj)ly  France  with;  and 
therefore,  let  us  examine,  in  the  firft  inllance,  what  return 
France  makes  for  this  benefit  which  confefledly  is  giveft  to  her. 
None  is  to  be  found.  It  might  have  been  fuppofed,  that  in 
.  return  for  this,  France  ihopld  contraft,  that  as  you  cannot 

*  manufacture  wine,  they  would  not  manufadure  woollens  or 
cottons;  that  as  you  trade  with  iier  for  an  article  which  (he 
has  in  abundance  andean  export  no  where  but  to  you, To  you 
Ihould  expect  her  to  allow  you  '-xciuiively  the  power  of  lup- 
plyingher  with  thofe  articles  which  you  manufafture;but  the 

■  hh  is\i?e£lly  the  contrary,  becauie  fhe  evidently  prefumes 
that  fhe  fliall  manufafiure  both  cottons  and  woollens ;  for 
the  7th  article  of  the  tariff  declares  that  (he  may  import  them 
hereon  the  fame  duty  which  ours  pay  there,  fo  that  (he  may 

-not  only  fuperfede  your  market  in  htr  own  country,  and  in 
every  other,  but  from  her  low  price  of  labour  may  rival  ydu 
at  home.  This  then  is  not  to  be  difputed,  that  as  fori  he  ar- 
ticles of  wines  and  brandy,  France  has  the  entire  advantage, 

•  But  it  has  been^faid  that  Great  Britain  may  import  beer  jnto 
France.  It  is  noteafy  to  fuppofe  that  any  man  can  be  fofan- 
guine  as  to  imagine  that  the  beer  of  England  will  be  as  uni* 
verfally  drunk  in  France  as  the  wine  of  France  is  in  England; 
but,  if  it  could  be  fo,  it  may  be  afked,  is  there  any  phyfical 
impoffibility  of  making  beer  in  France,  as  good  even  as  wc 
brew  in  England?  and  if  there  is  not,  there  is  no  reciprocity 
in  thofe  articles,  and  there  is  no  pretence  to  hoaft  of  the  equa) 
advantages  gained  by  each  coumry.     With  refpedk  to  the 

-  other  various  articles  of  commerce,  it  is  on  all  hands  adtnit- 
ted  that  whatever  arguments  were  applicable  againft  thelri(b 
propofitions,  tally  in  a  much  greater  degree  with  refpedl  10 
France;  but,  it  is  faid  that  thofe  who  piomote  this  treaty  are 
the  very  perfons  who  introduced  the  Irl(h  propofitiQns,  and 

.  thofe  who  oppofed  the  Irifli  propofitions  arc  fatisfied  of  this 

.  cfrror ;  for,  all  mimufafturers  are  filent  on  this  fubjecSt.  That 
filence  arifes  from  two  caufes;  and  firft,  they  do  not  under- 

. 'ftand  this  very  wide  and  comprehenfive  fubjedl,  as  they  did 

■  the  other  nearer  and  more  comradedobjedl;  they  do  not  con- 
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Uderthat  in  this  is  involved,  not  only  the  greateft  commer- 
cial but  the  greateft  political  cbnfiderations ;  nor  have  they 
exprefled  any  sfpprobation,  but  have  continued  in  a  filentful- 
pence.  Moreover  they  expedlan  immediate  demand  for  many 
articles  of  their  trade;  and  prefent  advantage  will  generally 
outweigh  future  profpedls;  but  it  behoves  them  to  be  cau- 
tious how  they  ftep:  latet  anguis  in  herba.     The  gaining  an 
'  immediate  trade,  even  to  a  large  extent^  cannot  equal  the 
rifk  of  its  total  lofs.     You  are  now  in  a  moft  flourishing 
(late;  be  content  whilft  you  are  well,  left,  by  grafping  at  the 
/hadow,  you  lofe  the  fubftance.     A  right  honourable  gentle- 
man, on  a  former  debate,  advifed  the  extention  of  your  trade 
to  the  neareft  market ;  but  furely,  in  this  country,  nothing 
can  be  fo  unwife;  becaufe  the  extent  and  increate  of  your 
trade  to  diftant  markets,  is  the  increafe  of  your  navy.     But, 
faid  the  right,  honourable  gentjem^n,  if  the  treaty  tends  to 
increafe  your  trade,  it  muft  tend  to  increafe  your  navy :  the 
Jireft  reverfe  is  the  fa£l;  for  extending  your  trade  to  France 
is  deftroying  your  navy,  becaufe  the  navigation  is  nothing; 
and  if  it  ^as  of  any  confequence,  the  French,  being  a  naval 
po\yer,  would  at  leaft  have  as  great  a  fharc  as  you  can  ex- 
pect ;  fo  that  you  will  be  prevented  trading  to  diftant  ports, 
.and  you  will,  if  there  is  any  benefit  of  navigation,  give  as 
much  to  France  as  you  gain  yourfelves.     Another  honour- 
able gentleman  (a  merchant)  had  advifed  the  making  FVance 
the. carriers  of  our  manufaftures  to  America  and  other  coun- 
tries.    Of  all  the  arguments  in  favour  of  the  treaty,  this 
feemed  the  moft  extraordinary,  for  it  was  annihilating  our 
own  navy  to  extend   that  of  France ;  it  was  fubverting  the 
principle  fo  ably  laid  down  in  the  laft  feffi^n  by  a  noble  lord 
now  in  another  houfe,  of  requiring  all  the  trade  of  this  king- 
dom to  be  navigated  by  Britifli  failors,  and  carried  in  Britifh 
veflels.    But  it  was  afked,  Does  this  treaty  prevent  your  ob- 
taining political  connexions  as  before?   Moft  undoubtedly  it 
does;  becaufe  it  throws  you  into  the  arms  of  France,  and  dif- 
unites  you  from  every  other  power.    Are  you  (fay  thefc  gen- 
tlemen) called  on  to  reduce  your  navy,  and  may  you  not  look 
to  the  operations  of  France  a^  ufual?  If  your  commerce  to 
diftant  countries  is  IcfTened,  your  navy  (that  is,  your  numbet 
•f  failors  and  trading  veflels)  muft  be  reduced  of  courfe.    But 
if  her  trade  prove  equal  to  what  it  is  fuppofed  it  ftiould  be,  it 
becomes  this  country  well  to  confider,  how  flie  gives  up  her 
political  fituation  in  Europe,  and  her  confequence  on  the 
globe  for  commerce  with  France  to  any  extent,  much  more 
for  that  which  ftieis'not  fure  of  mamtaining,  and  which  will 
probably  be  attended  with  the  lofs  ultimately  of  the  whole. 
But  it  is  argued,  that  theefFeft  of  this  treaty  is  tofurnifti  ^q'Jl 
with  frejh  refources  to  enable  vou  e\ft\^  to  dlvmxtCv^  ^^^^J^ 
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debt,  or  to  refift  your  enemies.   This  aflertiop  was  rather  ex- 
traotdinary,  when  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  flated  the  defalcation  to  the  number 
of  the  whok  near  three  thoufand  pounds  a  year.     How  this 
was  to  be  made  up  had  not  been  afcertained,  but  it  muit  be 
ou  the  additional  burdens  on  the  necefTaries  of  Jife^  fo  thajt 
the  poor  are  to  be  opprefled  and  taxed,  that  the  rich  m^y  en- 
joy  their  luxuries  at  a  cheaper  and  lefs  expenfive  rate*     This 
w^s  fo  unjuft  in  itfelf,  and  fo  infinitely  cruel,  that  he  was 
furprifed  that  any  man  of  humanity  could  fupport  fuch  an 
idea.     I'he  third  quedion  was,  Are  not  fome  great  and  mo- 
mentous objects  of  commerce  totally  omitted?  It  had  been 
flated  and  generally  received  as  a  h&t  that  Great  Britain  was 
not  poflefled  of  any  thing  which  France  had  not,  and  that 
therefore  the  ingenuity  of  men  could  not  devife  a  reciprocity 
for  the  admiffion  of  wine.    This,  Mr.  Jolliffe  faid,  he  deniea, 
and  he  would  take  leave  to  affirm,  that  this  country  was  pof- 
fefled  of  an  article  which  nature  either  had  denied  to  France, 
or  which  flie  did  not  know  that  flie  pofTefled  in  any  great  de- 
gree, and.  which  might  become  as  great  an  objeS  of'con- 
fumption  to  France  as  wine  now  is  to  England.   This  article 
is  coal ;  and  indeed  he  was  perfeflly  at  a  lofs  to  conceive  how 
a  perfon,  who  under Aood  fhe  fituation  of  the  coal  mines  in 
the  north,  could  have  fufFered  fo  very  important  an  obje.a  of 
commerce  and  navigation  to  have  efcaped  him.     Thole  who 
are  acquainted  with  that  valuable  article  of  trade,  know  well 
that  it.is  inexhauftible;  and  that  if  all  the  world  confumed 
no  other  fuel  th.in  Englifh  coal,  there  is  fufficient  tolaft  mil- 
lions of  years  ;  that  there  can  be  no  danger  of  our  own  want; 
we  fhould  therefore  be  felling  what  is  lefs  valuable  than  dirt 
at  a,  very  high  price;  we  fhould  prodigioufly  increafe  our 
revenue,  and  encourage  our  manufaflure  in  that  article^  by 
the  great  increafe  of  labourers  in  thofe  mines.     We  fhoaJa 
indeed   be  turning  our    dirt  into  gold;  but   what  is  .noiich 
more  important,  we  fliould  to  a  very  great  degree  extend  and 
promote  our  navigation,  if  our  export  ihould  be  confined  to 
our  own  fliipping.     The  only  objeflion  advanced  againft  this 
was,  that  they  might  rival  our  manufaftures  by  obtaining  our 
coal.  Nothing  could  be  moreabfurd  than  that  pofition,  Firfti 
you  may  prohibit  the  exportation  when  you  pleafe,  but  Nori* 
way  and  Sweden,  who  have- iron  in  an  infinite  quantity,  do 
import  great  quantities  of  your  coal,  and  yet  never  had  ao 
idea  of  rivalling  this  country  in  manufa£lure;  but  if  coal  bc 
an  article  of  confequence  in  manufafture,  how  can  one  coun- 
try rival  tie  other,  where  to  the  firfl  the  coal  pays  a  duty  oni 
•  exportation  of  14s.  per  chaldron,  added  to  the  expence  of  isttf. 
per  chaldron  freight,  and  the  expence  of  delivering  on  boacd 
alhjp,  and  cairiage  from  the  veJflTelj  and  ici  U\e  ottver^  it  isobti 
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tained  for  mere  digging,  without  carriage,  without  duty,  and 
without  freight.  The  idea  of  rivalfhip  was  therefore  pre- 
poilerous ;  and  it  was  unpardonable  in  thofe  who  negociated 
this  treaty,  to  omit  fo  important  an  article  of  commerce,  in 
which  the  revenue  and  navigation  of  the  country  were  like- 
wife  fo  deeply  interefted.  Upon  the  whole,  therefore,  Mr. 
Jolliffe  infifted,  that  it  appeared  to  him  that  a  general  treaty 
of  commerce  with  France  was  not  only  dangerous,  but  ruin- 
ous; that  this  contained  nothing  like  reciprocity  in  it,  and 
that  the  important  article  of  the  commerce  of  this  country 
(namely  coal)  was  totally  omitted.  It  therefore  was  ruinous, 
not  advantageous;  it  was  partial,  not  reciprocal. 

Sir  James  Johnjione  obferved,  that  he  was  extremely  forry  sir  J.im« 
to  hear  that  we  were  all  going  to  be  ruined.  He  had  imagin-  Joli^««»< 
ed  that  the  ratification  of  the  commercial  treaty  was  to  ihtro- 
duce  a  day  of  Jubilee  and  public  rejoicing,  that  our  fine  wo- 
men were  to  be  finely  drefled,  our  fine  gentlemen  wear  fine 
cloaths,  our  Bifhops  procure  claret,  burgundy,  and  lawn 
fleeves,  after  paying  the  duty  for  them,  and  the  ele£lors  get 
merry  with  French  wines:  How,  therefore,  was  it  poffible 
that  fuch  a  treaty  could  avoid  pleaCng  the  people  ?  Long  as 
they  had  been  attached  to  French  faihions,  the  female  part 
muft  rejoice  at  the  profpedt  of  getting  beautiful  caps,  charm- 
ing rufiles,  bonnets  in  the  higheft  tafte,  and  fliewy  ribbands. 
And  he,  alfo  (Sir  James  obferved)  although  indifferent  about 
the  mode,  fhould  enjoy  the  attainment  of  a  favourite  point: 
a  blow  to  falfe  trading.  There  was  nothing  which  he  had 
more  at  heart  than  the  annihilation  of  fmuggling. 

Mr.  Dcmpjierid!\^^' X\i^t  he  underftood  the  Irim  Parliament  Mr.Dcm 
had  not  complied  with  the  tariff,  but  had  fixed  a  ftill  lower  ^"• 
duty  on  French  linens  imported  than  was  payable  in  Great 
Britain.  This  circumftance,  which  he  learnt  only  from  news- 
papers, for  he  had  po  other  channel  of  information,  alarmed    ' 
him;  and  therefore,   he  wiftied  to  know,  if  it  was  intended 
to  copy  the  example  here,  or  if  under  the  prefent  treaty, 
there  was  any  power  to  lower  the  duties?  Mr.  Dempfter 
hinted  at  there  having  prevailed  fome  doubts  in  France  whe- 
ther t]ie  rate  of  lowered  Irifh  duties  was  not  to  govern  the 
import  of  French  linens  into  this  country;  a  circumftance 
extremely  material  to  the  Britifh  linen  manufafturers,  as  the 
linens  could  not  ftand  againft  the  French  linens,  if  imported 
into  Great  Britain  at  as  low  duties  as  they  were  to  be  im- 
ported at  into  Ireland. 

Mr.  Fox  faid  that  he  fliould  not  have  troubled  the  Houfe  at  Mr.  rox, 
this  ftage  of  the  bufinefs,  very  much  as  he  difliked  the  com- 
iBcrcid  treaty  with  France,  if  fome  circumftances  had  not 
taken  place  which  made  it  neceflary  for  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe  (My*  ?*\X\\  xo  ^^- 
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flam  what  fcemed  at  prcfent  to  b(  wrapped  up  in  obfcurity* 
Previous  to  what  he  had  to  fay,  he  could  not  but  acknow* 
ledgcj  that  even  if  the  commercial  treaty,  which  the  tari^ 
now  going  to  be  pa£ed  into  a  law,  in  his  opinion,  abfolutely 
confirmed^  was  in  its  nature  for  a  feafon  beneficial  to  the 
inanufafturers  of  this  country,  yet  eventually  it  was  big 
with  the  moft  fatal  confequences  to  its  ancient  policy  and  in- 
terefts.  This,  as  well  as  other  arguments,  which  he  and 
his  friends  had  adduced,  had  been  interpreted  to  be  effects  of 
fuperftition.  If  fuperftition  arofe  from  a  chain  of  reafoning^ 
that  fimilar  caufes  produced  fimilar  effedls,  then  indeed  he 
would  acknowledge  the  charge.  But,  convinced  as  he  was, 
that  the  balance  of  this  kingdom  in  the  fcale  of  Europe  was 
not  an  idle  dream,  or  the  wild  effufions  of  enthufiafm,  he 
muft  retain  his  opinion,  that  the  treaty  would  give  France 
ftrch  a  weight  and  influence,  as  muft  moft  eiFeiftually  jefta- 
blifh  her  long  meditated  fcheme  of  being  the  fole  arbitrefs  of 
Europe. 

But  he  would  now  come  to  plain  fa£ls — Since  the  treaty 
was  figned,  and  even  dnce  it  came  into  the  Houfe,  a  ftipula- 
tion  had  been  made  in  favour  of  Ireland,  which'  would  fe* 
cure  to  the  fifter  kingdom  the  excluCve  branch  of  the  linen 
trade.  If  there  was  a  pofEbility  of  altering  the  terms  of  the . 
treaty,  as  it  feemed  there  was,  and  relying  merely  upon  the 
words  of  Mmifters,  how  was  the  nation  certain  that  feme 
farther  explanation,  at  fome  future  period,  might  not  take 
place,  in  which  cafe  the  Minifter  might,  in  like  manner, 
reft  himfelf  upon  a  fimilar  ftipulation  of  a  fecret  nature,  and 
explain  away  the  meaning  of  the  treaty?  Having  obfcr- 
ved  that  rumours  prevailed  concerning  the  admiffion  by  Ire- 
land of  French  linens  into  her  ports  at  a  lower  duty  than 
was  laid  upon  them  in  Engird,  and  obferved  that  it  beho* 
ved  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  to  declare 
whether  fuch  reports  were  well  founded.  Mr.  Fox  next 
turned  his  attention  to  the  7th  and  nth  articles  of  the  treaty, 
by  which  the  right  to  lower  Portugal  wines  according  to  the 
Methuen  treaty  is  preferved.  Upon  the  firft  opening  of  the 
bufinefs  in  the  Houfe,  he  had  preflfed  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  to  explain  himfelf,  whether  Spanifh 
wine  was  to  be  included  in  the  intended  redudlion.  For  a 
confiderable  time  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  refufed 
an  explanation,  except  it  was  to  be  underftood  from  this  fin- 
gular  circumftance,  that  Spanilh  wine  being  by  treaty  to  be 
imported  upon  the  fame  terms  with  the  Portugal  wines  un-.  . 
der  the  Methuen  treaty,  if  Portugal  acceded  to  a  redrefs  of  " 
grievances  that  treaty  was  to  be  continued  ;  therefore,  if  the 
Methuen  treaty  was  to  be  ftill  in  force,  and  the  ftipulated  !»• 
da£tion  Was  to  take  place,  then,  2ind  m  ti»x  c^jfe  otvl^.  Spa* 
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nifh  wines  Were  to  be  lowered  accordingly.    It  had  fince  ap^ 
pearedAipon  a  farther  and  a  very  late  explanation,  that  tb^ 
Minifter  of  France  underflood  that  Spaaiih  wines  were  to  bo 
lowered  by  the  tgrms  of  the  treaty.     The  words  of  the 
treaty  by  no  means  pointed  out  any  fuch  circumftance ;  and 
therefore  another  underftanding    and  another    compromife 
arofe,  neither  of  which  were  by  any  means  either  exprefled 
er  implied  in  the  treaty.     What  fafety  then  could  there  be 
in  fuch  a  compa£i;,  fo  liable  to  be  explained  away  whenever 
policy  or  conveniency  required  it.     For  his  own  part,  he 
ftill  retained  his  earlieft  idea,  that  it  would  have  been  both 
political  and  honeft  to  have  negociated  with,  Portugal  firfti 
and,  upon  the  event  of  that  negociation,  if  fuccefsful,  to 
have  made  a  farther  negociation  with  Spain;  and  then,  if  at 
all,  to  have  entered  into  a  treaty  with  France."    The  rea* 
fons  were  obvious ;  for  at  prefent,  by  negociating    with 
France  firft,  we  had  completely  tied  ourfelves  to  comply 
with  the  demands,  and,  he  would  add,  the  juft   demands 
of  Portugal  and  Spain,  without  the  poffibility  of  obtaining 
an  equivalent ;  whereas,   if  we  had  negociated  with   thof(? 
friendly  powers  in  {he  firft  inftance,  we  ftiould  clearly  hav^ 
feen  our  ground,  and  might  have  had  every  advantage  in  our 
future  negociation  with  France.     This  led  him  to  a  farther 
condderation  of  the  feveral  treaties  fubfifting  between  Portu- 
gal, Spain^  and  England.      By  the  Methuen  treaty,  wine 
was  allowed  to  be  imported,  one  third  under  the  wine  of 
France.    By  the  treaty  with  Spain,  goods  and  merchandize 
(not  particularly  limiting  the  importation  to  wine)  were  to 
be  imported  from  Spain,  under  the  fame  terms  as  the  moft 
favoured  nation ;  fo  that  this  obvious  abfurdity  muft  evident- 
ly arife,  that  Portugal  being  by  tlie  treaty  allowed  only  to 
import  wine  at  one  third  lower  than  France;  and  Fratice  be- 
ing by  the  new  treaty  allowed  to  import  various  fpecies  of 
other  goods  at  a  much  fmaller  duty  than  Portugal,  therefore 
Spain  being  by  treaty  upon  the  terms  of  the  moft  favoured 
nation,  (upon  the  fame  terms  with  France)  will  be  allowed 
to  import  all  other  articles  except  wine  upon  much  mqre  fa- 
vourable terms  than  Portugal;  a  circumftance  which  would 
utterly  deftroy  the  fplrit  of  the  Methuen  treaty.     Infinitely 
mifchievous  confequences  (Mr.  Fox  faid)  may  arife  from  this 
conftderation ;  for  inftance,  it  may  be  the  fource  of  fmug- 
gling,  ;and  confequently  the  foundation  of  endlefs  difputes 
amongft  the  mercantile  part  of  the  three  nations.    Indeed, 
the  merchants  of  all  the  four  nations  may  find  themfelves 
invplved  in  it.    This  may  be  the  occafion  of  future  difputes, 
the  extent  and  magnitude  of  which  no  human  forefight  can, 
he  equal  to;  it  may  prove  the  foundation oi  t\veX.oX.2JL^^^xNx^ 
l/cwi  oftbismuch'bosiAei  treaty ;  and  (Yi\itTxYx^^^«^'^^'^^"'^^S^ 
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rated  with  her  commerce,  fpread  into  every  part  of  Europe 
and  the  world,  and  her  influence  ftretclied  out  into  every 
quarter  of  the  globe)  become  attended  with  the  moft  fatu 
confequences.  He  was  well  aware  that  Miniflers  ought  im- 
mediately to  adopt  meafures  by  which  thefe  baneful  efie£l^ 
might  be  obviated.  Mofl;  particularly  did  it  behove  them  to 
purfue  fome  fteps,  that  the  eflfedls  of  thefe  jarring,  ill  digeft-^ 
ed,  and  unmatured  treaties,  fo  haftily  taken  up,  and  fo  im- 
prudently finifhed,  might  not  create  an  immediate  difguil: 
amongft  the  feveral  powers  with  which  they  were  contracted. 
But,  Mr.  Fox  remarked,  that  his  grand  obje£l  was  the  politi- 
cal ftrength  and  influence  of  England  itfelf,  in  the  fcale  of  Eu- 
rope, indpendent  of  commercial  views,  although  thefe  had  a 
great  weight  in  his  mind;  yet  the  moment  was  loft,  he  fear- 
ed inevitably  loft  !  However,  he  hoped  and  trufted  that  Mi« 
nifte;:s,  now  that  Europe  was  in  fo  great  a  degree  thrown  in- 
to the  arms  of  France,  would  watch  the  motions  of  that 
power  with  a  keen  and  fufpictous  eye,  and  that  they  would 
carefully  obferve  all  her  movements,  and  take  efpecial  care 
to  countera6l  her  infidious  defigns  of  afpiring  to  univerfal 
power.  Mr.  Fox  then  begged  pardon  for  being  thus  diffufe 
upon  a  fubjeft  which  feemed  not  fo  immediately  before  the 
Houfe,  and  which  had  been  already  fo  much  agitated ;  but 
he  confidered  it  his  efpecial  duty  ;  for,  if  the  confolidation 
bill  was  to  pafs  at  the  prefent  moment,  much  as  he  admired 
its  principles,  yet  it  would  in  fadl  eftablifli  that  tariff  with 
refpeft  to  the  duties  in  future  to  be  impoled  by  the  commer- 
cial treaty  upon  French  commodities,  and  thereby  confirm 
that  treaty.  For  thefe  reafons,  as  well  as  for  the  farther 
reafons  of  wiftiingto  have  time  to  pafs  the  feveral  commer- 
cial bills,  if  they  were  to  be  pafled,  and  to  complete  the 
treaties  with  Spain  and  Portugal,  he  certainly  ftiould  give  his 
Vote  to  poftpone  the  third  reading  of  the  confolidation  bill  to 
a  future  day. 
,  Cbnn,  Mr.  Chancellor.  Pitt  anfwered,  tliat  having,  at  fo  many 
jrPitt.  various  ftages  of  the  proceeding,  given  his  opinion  uppn  eve- 
ry part  of  it;  and  having,  as  he  thought,  fully  removed 
every  obje6lion,  he  fliould  not  now  enter  at  all  into  the  ge^ 
neral  merits  of  the  fubjeft,  nor  fliould  he  follow  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  at  any  length  in  his  argument  of  that 
day,  as  a  great  part  of  it  related  to  the  fubjeft  matter  of  for-^ 
mer  debates,  and  fome  of  it  v^ras  not  of  a  nature  fit  to  be 
handled  at  the  prefent  moment.  With  regard  to  the  rumour^ 
which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  alluded  to  of  the  coh- 
du6l  of  Ireland  in  admitting  French  linens  at  a  lower  duty 
than  was  laid  upon  them  in  this  country,  they  were  founded 
in  truth  ;  but  her  reafon  for  fo  doing  was  not  from  any  diffe^ 
rsnce  of  opinion  with  relpe<Sl  to  the  vulenx.  oi  xYv^xx^^x.-^^Vo^ 
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becaufc  that  country  had  thought  it  fafe  to  Uj  ^  lower  dut^r 
on  that  article  than  it  had  been  thought  prudent  to  do  in  tbi« 
country,  as  there  was  lefs  danger  there  of  the  home,  manu- 
failure  being  injured  by  th^  competition  with  France  than 
there  was  here,  and  France  had  been  willing  to  acquiefce  in 
this  mutual  diminution  of  duty  from  an  expe(Slation  that  by 
fuch  means  fhe  fhould  favour  the  importation  of  her  -other 
commodities  into  Ireland.     But  there  was  no  intention  nor 
ilipulation  whatfoever  that  the  duties  on  linen  between  France 
and  Great.  Britain  ftiould  be  any  farther  reduced.    The  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  dwelt  very  much  on  the  lbbje6t  of 
our  commerce  with  Spain  ;  and  although  it  was  one,  which, 
in  the  prefent  (late  of  our  ncgociations  with  that  country,  it 
was  not  perfedly  proper  to  difcufs  at  large,  yet  he  Ihould 
give  the  right  honourable  gentleman  an  anfwer  to  a  coniider- 
able  part  of  his  argument.     The  right  honourable  gentleman 
had  expatiated  alfo  upon  the  general  conftruftion  of  treaties, 
and  had  drawn  a  diftindlion  between  certain  terms  when  ufed 
in  ancient  treaties,  and  the  fame  terms  when  introduced  in 
modern   treaties.     He  fhould  not  be  unwilling  to  acknow- 
ledge to  the  full  extent  this  diflinSion  ;  but  it  fo  happened 
.that  no  argument  could  be  drawn  from  thence  applicable  to 
the  prefent  fubjeft.     There  was  no  queflion  whatfoever  de- 
pending on  the  conflruftion  of  any  of  our  treaties  with 
Spain,  with  which  the  circumftance  mentioned  by  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  could  in  any  degree  interfere.     Ihe 
point  with  refpeft  to  the  lowering  the  duty  on  Spanifii  wines 
in  the  fame  proportion  with  thofe  on  the  wines  of  Portugal, 
did  not  turn  upon  any  conflru6tion  of  ancient  treaties  be- 
tween this  country  and  Spain,  by  which  we  were  entitled  to 
demanfd  from   France  a  riglit  of  extending  to  that  country 
the  fame  privileges,  and  the  fame  commercial  indulgencies  as 
were  granted  to  Portugal ;  nor  did  it  turn  upon  any  con- 
ilru(9:ioh  of  the  7th  and  nth  articles  of  the  French  treaty, 
as   determined   between  Great   Britain   and  France.      But 
France,  knowing  our  conftruftion  of  thofe  articles,  had  con- 
fented  and  agreed  that  we  fhould  conform  to  that  conflruc- 
tion,  without  entering  at  all  into  the  difcufEon  of  what  con- 
ftrudtion  the  articles  in  themfelves  might  flricStly  bear.     In 
the  pending  (late  of  our  arrangements  with  Spain,  he  fhould 
not  think*  hinifelf  at  liberty  to  declare  in  that  Houfe  wKat 
Was  his  precife  idea  of  the  claims  which  that  Court  might 
have  on  this,  with  refpedl  to  the  footing  fhe  was  to  fland 
Vipoii  in  comparifon  with  Portugal  or  other  nations — thofe 
claim$'  were  now  under  difcufTion  between  the  two  countries^ 
^nd  he  hoped  to  fland  excufed,  if  he  declined  entering  \w\.ci 
their  nature  and  their  tendency.     As  to  ot\\ex  to^xc^  >n\\\c\v 
ph^  right  bonourabk  gentleman  had  iaUoduc^i>  x\ve^  -aJWi^ 
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to  him  to  be  perfedly  foreign  from  the  qaeftion,  and  hk 
ihoold  not  therefore  uke  up  the.  time  of  the  Houfe  by  fiol* 
loiriDg  him,  concerning  the  complaint  which  the  right  biH 
nourable  gentleman  had  now,  after  fo  many  fomier  dUc«f> 
fions  repeated,  of  the  impropriety  of  concluding  the  Frendi 
treaty  before  that  with  Portugal  was  finilhed,  as  the  i%)iK 
hononrabie  gentleman  had  faid  nothing  new  upon  that  fob- 
je6kf  and  as  he  had  himlelf  already  explained  the  mothresfiv 
that  condud  fully  (as  he  believed)  to  the  fatisfaAion  of  tin 
Houfe,  it  feemed  n^lefs  to  take  up  any  more  of  their  tine 
in  ufelefs  repetitions ;  and  the  more  fo,  as  he  remained  en- 
tirely of  opinion  that  the  refpedlive  periods  chofen  for  thofa 
two  tranfaflions  were  the  moft  prudent  and  politic  whkk 
could  have  been  adopted. 
Hr.  Fox  Mr.  Fox  renewed  his  former  argument,  adding  new  rea* 
ions  for  maintaining  the  opinion  which  he  had  before  ftated^ 
and  exprefling  his  wifh,  that  inftead  of  the  declaration  hf 
an  Engliih  Miniiler  of  the  confent  of  a  French  Miniftertt 
the  conftru£lion  put  upon  the  7th  and  nth  articles  of  tbi 
treaty,  it  had  be^i  a  ftipulation  in  writing.  He  inftancd 
the  death  of  Monf.  Vergennes  as  a  proof  of  the  inftability 
of  a  Minifter's  life,  excluiive  of  the  frailty  of  his  political 
exiftence,  as  fu£Bcient  reafons  to  make  the  precaution  neat 
lary.  Mr.  Fox  read  an  extrad  from  the  treaty  with  Spain  q 
1 750,  as  a  juftification  of  his  former  argument.  ) 

Vr.  Chan-      Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  if  ever  the  right  bo* 
<dl»r  Pict.  noorable  gentleman,  or  any  other  gentleman,  fliould  comeinto 
the  place  where  fuch  records  are  equally  kept,  they  wonU 
find   ample  documents  in  writing,  as  teftimonials  of  tha 
French  Minifter's  agreement  as  to  the  conftrudlion  of  theap 
tides  in  queftion* 
Mr.  Sbtti*      Mr.  Sberidan  contended,  that  the  right  honourable  g^ 
^■^  tleman  had  not  yet  anfwered  his  right  honourable  friend*s  a^ 

Eiment  relative  to  the  fituation  of  this  country  and  Spain* 
ow  awkwardly,  he  obferved)  would  Minifters  be  circnnh 
Aanced,  fhould  a  Spanifli  veflel  ofier  herfelf  at  any  of  our 
ports,  and  be  refufed  the  fame  rates  of  duty  at  which  Fiend 
goods  were  admitted.  In  this  cafe  the  Court  of  Madril 
would  underftand  the  treaty  of  Utrecht  to  be  broken.  Hi 
next  took  notice  of  what  bad  fallen  from  Sir  James  John* 
ftone,  who,  he  faid,  fpoke  generally  with  a  fort  of  Laoeds* 
monian  eloquence.  What  the  honourable  Baronet  had  Ikii 
jocofely  of  the  treaty,  with  refpedl  to  its  enabling  them  ti| 
get  fine  cloaths,  fine  cambrics,  and  fine  laces,  and  the  wimi 
of  Fiance  to  intoxicate  their  conftituents,  was  in  efieA  aH 
ierious  reafon  of  his  difliking  the  treaty,  becaufe  it  tended tt 
put  the  country  in  a  conditiow  to  foT^ethftT  former  iitnatM|' 
uad  lofe  fight  of  it  altogether.    Mr. S\i!&i\^2ci\  cow^L^ssiw^tdib. 
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treaty  on  various  accounts,  and  took  occafion  to  mention 

*  {what  he  had  on  a  former  day  hinted  at)  the  abfolute  neceffi* 
F  .ty  of  co&iing  to  fome  commercial  arrangement  with  Ireland. 
^  He  had  been  in  hopes  that  the  bringing  forward  that  bufinefs 

■  would  have  been  taken  out  of  his  hands  by  His  Majeft|*9 

■  Minffters ;  but  if  it  were  not  foon  done,  he  defired  to  be  un- 
^  derftood  as  giving  notice  that  he  would,  after  the  holiday s, 
^  make  a  motion  on  the  fubjedk.     It  was   impoffible  that  the 

■  two  countries  (hould  continue  as  they  were,  both  looking 
t  with  their  faces  full  to  France,  and  merely  calling  a  fuUen 
'    fide  glance  at  each  other.     He  begged  leave  to  remind  the 

right  honourable  gentleman,  that  when  the  Irifli  propofitions 
were  in  agitation,  he  had  himfelf  urged  it  as  an  argument 
for  agreeing  to  them,  that  if  an  arrangement  was  not  forth- 
with made  with  Ireland^  we  (hould  force  her  into  the  arms 
of  France. 

Mr.  Dempjier  faid  that  he  thought  the  linen  manufa£turers  Mr.  Dcmp 
eYititled  to  the  fupport  of  the  Minifter,  as  the  feith  of  go- *^- 
vemment  was  in  a  manner  pledged  to  them,  they  having 
made  no  fort  of  oppofition  to  the  French  treaty,  under  the 
idea  that  their  manufa£ture  was  not  to  be  a£Fe£led  or  injured 
by  it.  If  a  new  bill  was  to  be  brought  in  to  their  prejudice^ 
their  oppoiltion  to  it  would  prove  much  weaker  than  the  op- 
pofition to  the  treaty  would  have  been,  had  their  friends  join- 
ed it. 

At  length  the  Houfe  divided.  Ayes,   119;  Noes,  43. 

The  bill  pailed  accordingly.    The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfdayy  ^th  Jprily 
A  recefs  took  place  the  Houfe  adjourning  to 

luefday^  17/A  ApriU 

Mr.  Bur\t  obferved,  that  as  it  had  been  expefted  that  the  Mr.  Burke 
I    Secret  Committee  would  on  that  day  have  made  a  report,  and 

•  the  report  not  being  ready,  he  wifhed  to  exculpate  the  Com- 
j^  mittee  from  any  blame  in  the  delay.  It  had  been  occafioned 
j'  by  the  great  length  of  the  charges,  and  from  the  care  with 
g  which  it  was  neceffary  that  they  fhould  be  drawn  up.  The 
;  difierent  mode  purfued  in  carrying  up  the  prefent  impeach- 
j  .ment  to  that  adopted  on  former  occafions,  rendered  it  more 
J-  necqilary  for  the  charges  to  be  accurately  drawn,  and  as  the 

impeachtnent  was  not  to  be  voted  until  the  charges  were  pre- 
iented,  and  agreed  to  by  the  Houfe,  he  wiflied,  for  the  honour 
and  credit  of  the  Houfe,  that  the  charges  might  be  particu-r 
Jarifed  with  the  utmoft  exaftnefs.  It  was  not  to  be  expedled 
•  that  the  Committee,  who  were  laymen,  could  draw  the 
cbarget  up  with  the  fame  precliion  as  profefliou^l  m^w.  T\v^ 
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Committee  had,  therefore^  wifhed  to  obtain  the  aififtance  of 
profeffional  men,  which,  from  the  abfence  of  thofe  gentle- 
men from  town,  and  other  circumftanceSj  during  therecefi^ 
could  not  be  procured;  their  aid  would  now  be  given,  and  he 
pledged  himfelf  that  the  report  would  be  brought,  forward  ai 
fpeedily  as  poflible,  though  it  was  not  then  in  his  power  to  flate 
on  what  particular  day. 

He  concluded  by  obferving,  that  his  honourable  friend 
(Mr.  Francis)  meant  to  bring  forward  the  charge  of  revenues 
on  Thurfday,  to  which  day  he  wifhed  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  Houie  to  confider  oi  the  charges  againfl  Mr.  Haftingi 
might  be  poftponed. 

M»iorScott  Major  Scou  fald,  that  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
had  not  flated  any  particular  day  for  bringing  up  the  report 
of  the  Secret  Committee,  he  hoped  that  right  honourahk 
gentleman  would  give  fuflBcient  notice  of  the  day,  that  geo- 
tlemen  might  be  enabled  to  attend. 

Mr.  Burke.  Mr.  Burke  anfwercd,  that  he  certainly  would  give  doe 
notice. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houfe  to /be  pot 
.  into  a  Committee  on  the  charges  againft  Warren   Ha(lingi^| 
Efq.  the  fame  was,  upon  motion,  difcharged^  and  appointed  fir  I 
the  day  following.  I 

Mr.  Adam.  Mr.  Jdam  rofe  and  moved,  «'  That  Charles  M'Dowall  dot 
"  attend  this  Houfe  on  Monday  the  7th  of  May  next,  tol 
"  anfwer  the  matter  of  the  faid  charge."  "  \ 

Sir  Adam         Sir  Mam  Fcrgufon  fpoke  in  defence  of  the  fheriff,  whomhe 

Fcrgufon.  rcprefented  as  a  rnan  of  the  flri£left  honour  and  moft  irre- 
proachable charadler,  and  as  a  man  who  had  not  a£led  in  I 
manner  deferving  the  cenfure  of  that  Houfe.  He  entered 
largely  Into  the  hiftory  of  the  cuftomary  mode  of  proceed- 
ing to  theeledtion  of  a  member  of  parliament  in  that  part  of 
Great  Britain  called  Scotland,  and  read  a  letter  he  had  ^^ 
ceived  from  the  /heriff,  in  which  the  flieriff  declared,  hc|ud 
invariably  purfued  a  condu6t  on  all  eledlions  which  he  coOr 
ceived  to  be  right;  that  whenever  a  contefled  eledlion  was 
likely  to  happen,  he  had  fixed  on  that  day  which*  might  be 
agreeable  to  all  parties.  If  the  parties  could  not  agree  to  any 
particular  day,  that  he  then  had  always  gone  to  the  extent  01 
time  limited  by  law;  and  that  if  he  had  adled  wrong,  his  error 
was  unintentional.  Sir  Adam  appealed  to  the  candour  andge- 
nerofity  of  the  Houfe,  whether  it  would  not  be  an  a<St  of  fij* 
verity  to  caufe  the  attendance  of  the  fherifF,  a  man  of  np 
wards  of  80  years  old,  and  who  had  filled  that  office  uniill* 
peachably  for  forty  years,  to  ftate  at  the  bar  no  more  thin 
what  had  been  laid  before  them  in  the  letter  which  he  had  juft 
read? — He  concluded  by  faying,  thr.t  he  was  as  much  againft 
the  difcretionary  powers  given  to  returning  officers  a»  aijp 

1  oienM 
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member  could  be,  and  if  any  gentleman  would  bring  for- 
ward a  bill  to  reftrain  thofe  powers,  he  ihould  be  happy  to 
iGxond  it,  and  gave  it' all  his  affiftance. 

Sir  Janus  Johnjione  faid,  that  he  believed  the  flieriff  of  Ren-  sir  Jama 
r  frew  had  pded  (as  moft  other  flierifii  did)  with  partiality  to-  J^*^**"** 
.  wards  his  friends.  He  concluded  by  faying,  as  the  honour- 
i  able  Baronet  below  him  (Sir  Adam  Fergufon)  had  promifed 
\  to  give  his  fupport,  and  fecond  any  bill  that  might  be  brought 
!  in  for  the  'purpofe  of  taking  away  the  difcretionary  powers 
:     given  to  fheriffs,  he  would  bring  in  fuch  a  bill. 

The  Lord  Advocate- vf  Scotland  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  cha-  Tfe  Lord 
rafter  of  the  fhcriff  depute,  and  faid,  he  was  convinoMl  that  ^^2Sl*^ 
this  gentleman  aded  ypon  the  moft  upright  principles.    He 
declared  himfelf  againft  the  powers  allowed  to  returning  of- 
ficers, and  faid  that  he  would  give  his  fupport  to  the  bill  pro- 
mifed to  be  brought  forward  by  the  honourable  Baronet. 

Mr.  J.  S.  Stuart  gaVe  the  Houfe  an  account  of  the  whole  Mr.  J.  ^ 
of  the  tranfadlioos.and  converfation  that  had  taken  place  on  S'***^ 
the  fubjedl  of  the  Renfrew  eledtion,  between  Mr.  M'Dowall 
and  himfelf,  and  concluded  with  declaring,  that  from  a  re- 
view of  the  whole  circumftances  of  the  cafe,  he  thought  the 
fheriff  depute  ought  to  be  brought  tb  the  bar  of  the  Houfe, 
to  he  told  the  fenfe  which  the  Houfe  entertained  of  his  negledt 
of  duty. 

Mr.  jfdam  faid,  that  it  had  not  been  his  intention  to  have  Mr.  A^mj 
troubled  the  Houfe  farther  on  the  fubjedk ;  but  what  had  fal- 
len, in  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  made  it  abfolutelv  neceflary 
for  him  to  prefs  upon  their  patience  for  a  ihort  time.     Mr. 
,  Adam  then  ftated  that  it  was  the  indifpenfable  duty  of  the 
returning  officer  to  caufe  th^  election  to  be  holden  in  a  rea- 
fonable  tmie  after  the  return  of  the  tefte  of  the  writ,  and 
grounded  his  aflertion  on  the  conftrudlion  of  the  fpirit  of  the 
aft  of  parliament,  called  the  fcrutiny  aft.  He  contended,  that 
the  meaning  of , the  aft  had  not  been  complied  with,  but  that 
^    as  two  prorogations  of  Parliament  had  taken  place  after  the 
:    writ  was  iffued,   it  might  have  happened   that  Parliament 
;,  might  have  aflembled  and  proceeded  to  bufinefs  without  a 
I   xeprefcntative  for  the  ftiire  of  Renfrew:  He  faid  that  it  wat 
£    their  duty  as  members  of  Parliament  to  fuppofethat  Parlia* 
j^  ment  would  meet  for  the  difpatch  of  bufinefs  on  the  day  to 
i   which  it  was  firft  prorogued,  and  that  they  vrtre  bound  fo  to 
■    confider  the  conduft  of  the  fheriff  depute  of  Renfrew,    Ho^ 
r,   therefore  could  not  relinquifli  his  motion,  but  muft  perfift  in 
r   it,  lamenting  at  the  fame  time  that  the  extreme  age  and  in- 
firmity of  the  gentleman  in  queftion  ftiould  happen  to  give 
r    his  motion  an  air  of  feverify,  than  which  nothing  could  be 
■  farthet  from  his  intention. 

Sir  WlUam  Cfif^nghami.  faid,  that  he  believed  lVve\^  ^ra^-^^Nx^^ 
mft  a  gentJemaa  ia  tb€  country  of  m»a  bgiVQUt  tVvaiv  VLt.^"^*** 
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M^Dowall,  but  that,  in  the  cafe  of  the  late  eledioo,  he  bad: 
a6led  on  the  principle  of  ferving  his  friend,  rather  than  on 
the  broad  principle  of  equal  juftice,  which  was  a  deviation, 
from  his  line  of  duty*  He  thought  that  the  Houfe  flionld 
inform  the  (heriff  depute  of  his  error.  Sir  William  iSated 
the  having  kept  the  country  in  an  ele£tion  ferment  for  an  on- 
tieceilary  length  of  time,  as  of  itfelf  a  fufficient  degree  of 
mifcondu£l  to  warrant  the  calling  Mr.  M^Dowall  to  the  bar* 

The  queftion  being  put,  the  Houfe  divided, 

Ayes  20,  —  Noes  23. 

The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Wediufdayj   lith  ApriL 

When  the  report  was  received  from  the  Committee  on  the 
bill  to  prevent  vexatious  fuits  in  the  ecclefiallical  courts,  and 
the  queftion  was  put,  that  it  be  i^'ead  a  fecond  time, 
rheMaftcr  Tht  Mafter  of  the  Rolis  C3i(\,  that  he  felt  fome  obje£lions 
)fthcRolfs.  to  it,  which  he  thouglit  it  his  duty  to  bring  forward,  and  he 
fliould  therefore  move  for  its  recommitment.  The  title  of  it 
was  undoubtedly  fuch  as  muft  neceflarily  recommend  it 
to  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  becaufe  every  man  muft  wifli 
to  prevent  vexatious  fuits,  either  in  the  ecclefiaftical  courts, 
or  in  the  courts  below;  but  although  the  preamble  of  a  bill 
was  of  no  very  great  confequence,  yet  as  the  bill  was  to  be 
fubje<£i  to  difcuffion  in  another  place,  it  was  incumbent  on 
that  Houfe,  not  to  aflcrt  in  its  preamble  more  than  could  be 
fubftantiated  by  proof.  He  had,  he  declared,  his  doubts  whe- 
ther thS  aflertion  in  the.  preamble,  that  profecutions  in  tb« 
ecclefiaftical  courts  were  generally  vexatious,  and  originating 
in  malace  and  refentment,  was  founded.  It  had  not  come  to 
his  knowledge  in  the  courfe  of  a  long  profeflional  life,  that 
they  were  fo,  and  therefore  he  wiflied  to  have  the  fadl  afcer- 
tained  before  the  bill  was  fufFered  to  leave  the  Houfe.  He 
ftated  other  grounds  of  objecSlion  to  the  body  and  eQaAing 
claufes  of  the  bill,  and  pointed  out  the  inftances  in  which,  if 
the  bill  were  to  pafs  in  its  prefent  ftate,  great  di£Eculty  and 
inconvenience  might  arife  in  future.  He  mentioned  the 
ciaufe  qf  divorces.  According  to  the  law  of  Parliament,  as  it 
,  at  prefent  prevailed,  a  bill  for  divorce  a  vinculo  mtnrimomi 
could  not  be  obtained,  nor  would  it  even  be  received  withoat 
the  party  applying  for  it  being  firft  able  to  prove  at  the  bar 
of  each  Houfe,  that  a  divorce  a  men/a  et  thoro  had  been  ob^ 
tained  in  Doftors'  Commons;  all  of  which  would  be  at  an 
end  if  the  bill  paffed  in  its  prefent  fhape.  He  fpoke  alfo  of 
the  various  caufes  of  complaint,  of  defamation  that  might 
arife,  and  give  rational  ground  for  refort  to  the  ecdeCaftwa!* 
courtS;  as  the  only  courts  tUat  could  ag^ly  a  reoiedy,  fuch 


A*  1787*  DEBATES;  ]^^ 

cqufes  being  not  within  'the  cognizance  of  the  Courts  in 
Weftminfter  Hall.  If  a  man  were  called  a  thief,  or  a  (heep-> 
ftealer,  and  the  like,  it  was  well  known  every  man  had  his  res- 
medy  at  common  law,  but  if  an  imputation  much  more  deeply 
wounding  to  a  fenfible  mind,  fuch  as  accufing  a  man  of  cha« 
fe£terand  rank  in  life  with  having  committed  inceft  with  his 
lifter  or  bis  daughter,  was  thrown  out,  where  was  he  to  apply 
for  an  efitablifliment  of  his  innocence,  and  a  puniihment  of 
his  diabolical  accufer,  but  to  the  ecclefiaftical  court? 

After  a  little  converfation  upon  the  fubje£t,  the  bill  was  re- 
committed for  the  enfuing  Friday. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  having  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Mr.  Chan- 
biU  to  regulate  the  colle<5iion  of  a  part  of  the  receipt  of  the  o^ior  ^'^' 
tax  on  poft  horfes, 

yLv»  S leper  idiiii  that  as,  doubtlefs,   the  right  honourable  Mr.  Sloper. 
gentleman  thought  the  alteration  would  produce  a  conlider- 
able  increafe  in  the  revenue,  he  hoped  he  would  ({ate  to  the 
Houf6  the  grounds  on  which  he  entertained  fuch  an  opi- 
nion. 

Mr.  Chancellor.  Pi//  anfwered,  that  when  the  bill  waSMr.  Chan- 
brottgbt  in,  he  fhould  have  a  full  opportunity  of  doing  it,  he  ccllor  Pixt. 
hoped,  to  the  full  fatisfadlion  of  the  Houfe, 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

l^he  Hottfe  adjouraed. 

Ifhurfdayj  i^th  JpriL 

The  following  papers  w^re  laid  upon  the  table. 

An  account  of  impreft  monies,  repaid  into  the  Exchequer 
fincc  the  5th  of  April,  1786. 

Money  paid  by  Henry  Crichet,  Efq.  on  ac- 
count of  the  Weftminfter  militia 

po.  Gebrge  Auft,  Efq.  dp.  Cambridgefliire 
militia  -      .  -  - 

.  Impreft  monies  repaid  by  Major  General 
Dalrymple  -  -  - 

Lady  Greenwich,  adminiftratrixH^f  Charles 
Townftiead,  Efq.  late  treafurer  of  the 
chamber  -  -  - 

Lieut.  Col.  Groftjie,  Mafter  General  of  Bar- 
racks in  North  America 

Sir  William  Chambers,  remaining  in  hi$ 
hainds,  on  account  of  buildings 

Col.  Clerk)  late  barrack  mafter  general  in 
America  ^  -  - 

C^L  Cuyter,  commander  of  troops  in  tlif 
Wfft  Indies  -  - 
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William  Merry,  on  account  of  » tranfport 

taken  on  the  way  to  Gibraltar  -         .     58     2    4 

Lord  Howe,  late  one  of  the  commiiHoners 

foY*  reftoring  peace  in  America        -  819     o    5{ 

.  Richard  Rigby,  Efq.  late  paymafter  of  the 

forces  .  «  -        SS9OOO'  o    0 

Peter  Woulf,  Efq.  late  governor  of  milita- 
ry hofpital  at  Guadaloupe  -  9     5    1 

Thomas  Ramfey,  Efq.  executor  of  John 
Richardfon,  Efq.  late  agent  for  out  pen- 
ffoners  of  Chelfea  hofpital  -  1006  *  o    O 

Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  executor  of  Sir  Gilbert 

Elliot,  late  treafurer  of  the  chamber  5,000     o    0 

Matthew  Forfter,  Efq.  late  commiffioner 

general  in  the  Leeward  Iflands  -  355     g    3 

Col.  Matthew  Dixon  -  366     7  li| 

Lieut.  Col.  William  Taylor,  brigadier  gene- 

ralin  Eaft  Florida  -  124  10    6 

Total  jC*73>?s8   "4  's 

JOHN  HUGHSON, 

Exchquir'y  the  lith 
day  of  jdprtly  l^i^. 

An  account  of  the  neat  produce  of  all  taxes,  from  the  6t 
of  April  1786,  to  the  5th  of  April  i787. 
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Pamphlets  and  ftampt  papers,  lOth  June 

171*               -               -           -  4i>8oc  19 

Stamps  per  Hanaper  office,  24  June  1750  3,236  t^ 

Paper  and  pfarchment,  31ft  July  1710.  32,084     4  * 

Paper,  cards,  and  dice,  24  June  17 1 1  '^hl^O  11  3 
Additional  cards  and  dice,  15th  April 

1756  9*226  15  ( 

D0.5 July  1776               -               .  9,ooi   13  % 

Policies  of  infuranc^  lO  June  17 12  6^742    a'  8 

Add.  do*              -             ift  June,  1765  22,81     8  4 

Appren.  duty  ift  May         -.        1715  7>5s6  16  3 

Add.  ale  licen.  Eafter           -          1756  36,20411  9 

Add.  policies,  ift  Auguft               1782  94»233*  4  I 

PoUhorfeSj  ift  Aygutt        -        il^o  ^^^i\    i  9 
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Add.  ftamps  on  paper  and  parch- 
ment 5th  July            -                1757  80,261     3  6 
Do.           -           -           -          1759  10,324    2  8 
Do.       -           -           -              1762  383    5  4. 
Do,           •            -'         -           1765  834  16  I 
Do.        .           -           -              1776  62,154    7  9 
Do.      ^     -           -           -          177/  42,351    o  4 
Do.         -         -            2dAugufti779  19,256    7  i 
Do.            -          -     ^       ift  June  1780  .19227     0  3 
Do.        -            -             ift.Aug.  1783  145,689  13  2 
Stamps  on  bills  of  ex.            do.  34>i37    o  *  o  . 
Do.  on  receipts                i ft  Sept.  1783  i7j5I3    o  o 
Do.  births,  &c.                 ift  061.  1783  i>i93    o  o 
Add.  ale  licence                  i  Sept.  1784  16,571     o  o  • 
Hat  duty             -            ift  Aug.  1784  93710    o  o 
Duty  on  plate ,               241^  June  1 784  1 1,8 18    o  o 
Horife  dealers  licences^  $cc.  29th  Sept. 

1784  ,  1^479    <5  o 

Pawnbrokers' licences       5th  July  1785  923    o  o 

Glove  duty          -            ift  Aug.  1785  4>744    o  o 

Attorneys  licences,  &c.    ift  Nov.  1785  16,113    o  o 

Game  duty            -              i  Aug.  1785  47,664     2  2 

Med.duty            -            ift  Sept.  1785  135O33    410 

P.horfeduty                    ift  Sept.  1785  147,625     6  6 

Perfume  duty                    5th  July  1786  8,197     o  p 

Add.  duties  in  Scotland    5th  July  1786  409     O  o 

Add.  paper  and  parchment  ift  Aug.  1 731  39^845  16  4 

Paper  per  loty            -^        2  Aug.  17 14  20,075     7  8 

Wirte  licences            -*         5  July  1757  I9>3i6  14  5 

Almanacks            -            24junei78i  i>23i     o  o 

Stamps  per  bank                ift  Aug.  1783  18,000    o  o 
Add.  ftamps  on  paper,  &c.  ift  and  29th 

Sept.  ift  Oa.  and  D(5C.  1784  50,678  11  3 

Add.  ftamp  duties  5  July  and  I  Aug.  1785  27,541   16  5 
Licences  for  felling  lottery  tickets  1784 

Pehalties  1783        -            -            -  14400 
Money  paid  by  John  Rofs  Mackye,  recv. 

gen.  on  account  of  ftfimpt  vellum  ,    348   17  o 

Licences  for  felling  lottery  tickets  1 785  875     5  4 

Ditto.  1786            -            -            -  2,000    o  o 

Additional  ftamps,  Scotland               -  127     o  o 

Arrears  of  apprentice  duty        -            -  6  12  2f 

^.  1,153,680    9  91 

JOHN  HUGHSON. 
Exchequer,  Jpril . 


parliamentary       a.  1787. 

incideKts. 

Salt,  5th  April  1759 

Add.  do.  loth  May  1780 

Do.  22d  June  1782 

700L  per  week,  letter  money,  i  June  171 1 

2,3CoL  per  week,  ift  June  1 784  . 

Seizures,  25th  Od,  1760 

Proffers  do.  .  -  - 

Fines  of  Ic-a(es,  do. 

letter  money,  do. 

AUum  mines,  do.        .... 

Compofitions  do. 

Alienation  duty,  do. 

Fines  and  forfeitures  do. 

Rent  of  a  light  houfe  do. 

Rent  of  Savoy  lands,  do.  6d.  per  lib.  on 

penfions  24th  June  1721 
IS.  deda£l.  on  falaries,  &c.   5th  April 

T758 
Houfe  and  wind.  lOthOcl.  1766 
Houfes,  5th  April  1778 
Hawk,  and  Ped.  23  June  1710 
Hack,  coaches,  i  Auguft  17 11 
Do.    .        -  -         1784 

Hawk,  and  ped.  5th  July  1785 
f  iili  fruits  of  the  clergy 
Salt   I  Aug.  1785 
T';nth',  of  tlie  clergy 

Men  ferv,  1777  (arrears)         -        -         - 
Two  wlirx'l  carriages  1785 
I'ourwlicel  do. 

Cart*.,  1785  -  • 

Men  fervants,  1785 
Femal':  do.         do.         -  -  - 

Horfcs  do.  T 

Shop  tax  do. 

V/aggons  do. 

Houles  1727  •  -  - 


C    '' 

d. 

239,622 15 

lOi 

58,655  " 
61,281     I 

6 

li 

35,406   0 

0 

1 19,600    0 

0 

5,478  18 

4l 

665  16 

2 

5.802  15 

4 

105,000    0 

0 

960    0 

0 

I  10 

8 

1,351  15 

4 

105    0 

0 

6  13 

4 

47,400    0 

8 

32,995     2 

H 

398,9»7  18 

"i 

1^8,820    8 

4 

1,575    0 

Q 

9,824    8 

II 

12,979    0 

0 

1,720  13 

II 

6,413    9 

3 

12,000    0 

0 

9.903  »4 

lOi 

23  16 

4 

22,690    6 

9f 

103,710    4 
0,891  18 

4i 

7f 

78,326    6 

10 

27.434  14 

7J 

89,964    2 

10 

43.427    7 

0 

12,163  II 

4{ 

773  »o 

3 

1,682,887    12      6f 


Total  of  cuftoms,  excife,  ftamps,  and 

incidents        -        -        -        -         12,546,112  13     7 


JOHN  HUGHSON, 

Exchequer,  l^tb 
rll  jySj. 
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Mr.  Sheridan  rofe  to  move  for  2  variety  of  papers  rela-Mr.S 
five  to  the  public  accounts,  and  prefaced  his  firft  motion  ^*^ 
with  declaring,  that  he  lamented  that  he.  had  been  prevented 
from  attending  his  duty  in  the  Houfe  on  the  preceding  davy 
when  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  enable  the  Board  of  Treafury 
to  let  a  part  of  the  coUedlion  of  the  Poft-horfe  Tax  out  to 
farm.  Mr.  Sheridan  faidj  that  he  did  not  lament  his  ab- 
fence  on  account  of  the  great  degree  of  informatiGTt  which 
he  had  thereby  loft,  fince  he  underftood  that  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  not  condelcended  to  favour  the 
Houfe  with  a  fyllable  on  the  fubjefl,  but  merely  embraced 
an  opportunity  of  preparing  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  for 
a  matter  of  confiderable  moment.  The  idea  of  reviving  a 
mode  of  colJe£ting  the  public  revenue  by  farming  any  part 
of  it,  led  to  confequences,  of  the  extent  of  whicli  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  might  not,  perhaps,  be  fufficiently 
aware :  it  was  impol&ble  for  it  to  be  adopted  under  limita* 
tion;  it  muft,  if  adopted  at  all,  be  adopted  generally ;  and 
before  the  Houfe  contented  to  a  meafure  of  that  magnitude* 
it  behoved  them  to  recoUedt,  that  the  fyftem  of  farming 
the  public  revenue  had  been  long  fince  exploded,  on  account 
of  its  having  been  decided  to  be  a  fyftem  uncongenial  with 
the  conftitution  of  this  country,  and  by  no  means  applica* 
ble  to  it.  This  (Mr.  Sheridan  faid)  he  ftiould  take  an  op- 
portunity hereafter  mere  fully  to  argue ;  and  at  the  pre- 
fent,  as  the  papers  relative  to  the  public  accounts  were  but 
juft  printed  and  delivered,  he  fubmltted  it  to  the  candour 
of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  whether  he  would  per- 
fift  in  his  intention  to  open  the  budget  on  the  immediately 
enfuing  day,  before  it  could  be  pOiTible  for  gentleman  to 
have  read  the  papers  with  fufficient  attention  to  be  able  to 
make  themfelves  fully  mafters  of  their  contents.  The  pa- 
pers for  which  he  then  meant  to  move  (Mr.  Sheridan  added) 
he  had  expe£led  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  have 
moved  for  himfelf. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  what  he  fliould  have  Mr.  a»« 
to  ftate  to  the  Houfe  upon  the  morrow,  would  prove  ex-  cdlor  Pia 
tremely  ftiert.  The  honourable  gentleman  did  not  feem  to 
expedl  much  information  from  the  papers  he  moved  for ;  but 
if  he  found  any,  he  would  have  a  full  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing ufe  oi  it  on  the  report  during  the  courfe  of  the  Mon- 
4ayfoUowing. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  moved  for  the  Houfe 
to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  on 
the  charges  againft  Mr.  Haftings,  the  Speaker  left  the  cVv^vc^ 
wd  Mr«  St.  Andrew  St*  John  took  his  &at  aX  xhfi  x.3&>Vt. 
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FnftcU  Mr.  Francis  th^  rifing,  opened  the  charge  refpeAing  die 
Bengal  revenues  by  expreffing  his  confcioufnefs  of  the  oifitd* 
vantage  he  muft  fu£Fer  by  a  comparilbn  with  any  of  the 

f^  entlemen  who  had  preceded  him,  in  the  accuKation  of  Mr* 
laftings  :  this  difadvantage  arofe  as  well  from  inequality  of 
talents  as  from  the  inequality  of  the  fubje£b.  The  topics 
which  employed  the  abilities  of  other  gentlemen,  were  in. 
general  fuch  as  gave  opening  to  embelliflimenty  in  confe- 
"^uence  of  appeals,  fometimes  to  their  feelings,  and  at  other 
times  to  their  juftice:  they  confifted  of  matter  which  mult 
occafionally  intereft  and  imprefs  itfelf  upon  their  minds* 
But,  with  every  inferiority  of  abilities  on  his  part,  it  fiell 
to  bis  lot  to  come  forward  on  a  queftion  which  would  not 
admit  of  decoration,  were  he  even  difpofed  or  able  to  em- 
ploy it:  it  was  a  matter  of  long  detail  and  infinite  obfcii- 
rity ;  abftrufe  in  its  nature  and  perplexed  in  its  progrefs  • 
fo  that  with  all  the  pains  and  attention  which  he  had  be- 
ftowed  on  it,  h©  was  ftill  apprehenfive  of  being  in  fome  de- 
gree unable  to  make  it  as  intelligible  to  the  Committee,  as 
he  himfelf  wifhed,  or  as  the  fubjedt  deferved.  The  fubjed  in 
itfelf  was  at  once  fo  complicated  and  fo  dull,  that  it  baflied 
the  keeneft  inquiry,  and  blunted  the  moft  refolute  attention* 
To  purfue  it  through  all  its  mazes  was  like  following  a 
gloomy  labyrinth  with  now  and  then  a.  gleam  of  light  juft 
fuflScient  to  lhe\y,  that  we  had  loft  our  way,  and  to  make 
the  darknefs  that  furrounded  us  vifible  to  our  view.  Endughi 
however,  would  be  found,  he  trufted,  to  convince  the  Com- 
mittee, that  the  management  of  the  revenue  Was  cdndu^l* 
ed  on  principles  the  •  luoft  abandoned  and  profligate ;  by 
means  the  moft  unjuftifiabl©  and  flagitious,  with  effefts  the 
moft  ruinous,  and  for  purpofes  the  moft  flagitious  and  coi> 
rupt. 

Mr.  Francis  now  obferved,  that  before  he  proceeded  to 
the  charge  itfelf,  it  was  abfolutely  necefl!ary  that  he  fhould 
trefpafs  a  little  on  the  patience  of  the  .Committee  to  ftitc 
fomething  in  his  own  belialf,  in  order  to  clear  his.  chara<Ser. 
from    thofe   imputations  with  which   calumny  had  loaded 
it.'  Gentlemen  well  knew  how  eafy  it  was  in  that  town' 
for  imputation  to  be  crowded  on  imputation  without  hs' 
being  accompanied  with  any  fort  of  proof,    and  to  be  fe^ 
yelled  againft  any  individual  who  was  fmgled  out  for  the 
purpofe  of  being  run  down  in  the  eftimation  of  the  Pub* 
lie.     This   had    been   the   cafe  with   many  worthier  thtn  . 
himfelf,    but  with    none,    he  trufted,    who    lefs    deier:)ed 
to  be  fo  run  down.     It  bad  been  infmuated,  that  in  the'. 
whole  of  his  conduct,  as  far  as  regarded  the  endeavouri  10"  ' 
ffet  Mr.  HaAings  impeached,  \\e  Vv2lA  \5eev\  2iet\3i?x^^  \5n[  ^-i 
/bual  motives  of  'hoftility  and  YiaXitd',  X\v^  c\v^\^^\v^ 
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happy  to  havfe  that  opportunity  of  dertying,  is  he  then  did 
ill  the  nioft  dire6l  and  uneqdivo^ral  terms,  and  he  hoped,  by 
i.  brief  ftatement  of  fafts,  which  he  challenged  any  man  to 
difprove,  to  be  able  to  fatisfy  the  Committee  that  no  charge 
bf  a  more  groundlefs  nature,  or  left  allied  to  truth,  had  ever 
been  ureed  againil  any  man.  A  great  variety  of  imputa- 
tions, of  the  nature  to  which  h^  alluded,  had  been  publif)ied 
againft  him  in  pamphlets  and  newfpapers,  and  it  was  impof- 
fible  for  him  to  anfwer  all. which  could  be  urged  by  a  mul- 
titude of  pens,  or  even  by  one  pen  afluming  a  multitude  of 
fhapes :  he  would,  however,  give  an  anfwer  to  the  whole, 
by  ftating  fuch  particular  circumftances  of  his  public  life> 
as  bore  any  rdation  to  his  going  to  India,  his  condud  there 
and  his  condudl  fince  his  return  to  England.  He  had  been 
bred  up  in  the  Secretary  of  State's  oflBce,  where  he  had  the 
happinefs  to  poflefs  the  favour  of  the  late  Earl  of  Egremont, 
then  fecretary  of  ftate.  That  in  1763,  Mr.  Ellis  had  ap- 
pointed him  to  fill  a  ftation  of  great  truft  in  the  war  office  : 
that  Lord  Barrington,  who  fucceeded  Mr.  Ellis,  had  recom- 
mended him  to  a  noble  Lord  (whofe  abfence,  and  niore  par- 
ticularly the  caufe  of  it,  he  very  fincerely  lamented)  as  a 
fit  perfon  to  be  fent  out  to  India  as  a  member  of  the  go- 
vernment of  Bengal ;  till  that  recommendation  he  had  not 
(Mr.  Francis  declared)  the  honour  of  being  known  to  Lord 
North.  He  had,  therefore,  obtained  a  feat  in  the  Council 
at  Calcutta,  not  through  any  private  ihtereft  or  intrigue, 
but  he  was  taken  up  upon  recommendation,  and  that  the 
recommendation  of  perfons  of  high  rank,  thofe  who  bed 
knew  his  character  and  his  qualifications,  and  who  certainly 
would  not  have  fo  far  difgraced  themfelves  as  to  have  re- 
commended an  improper  perfon,  knowing  him  to  be  fuch, 
to  go  out  to  India  in  a  ftation  of  fo  much  power  and  im- 
portance. He  had  accordingly  been  nominated  with  General 
Clavering  and  Colonel  Monfon  in  the  bill  of  1773;  ^^^ 
they  did  not  go  out,  as  fome  perfons  imagined,  with  fenti- 
ments  hoftile  to  Mr.  Haftings ;  on  the  contrary,  they  ail 
entertained  the  higheft  opinion  of  that  gentleman's  public 
character,  his  abilities  and  his  judgernent ;  infomuch  that 
General  Clavering,  previous  to  their  failing,  obtained  a 
private  audience  of  His  Majefty  for  the  purpofe  of  humbly 
foliciting  His  Majefty  to  fend  out  a  mark  of  honour  to  Mr. 
Haftings,  in  order  to  induce  him  to  continue  in  the  govern- 
ment of  India,  they  being  afraid  that  on  their  arrival  he  might 
come  home,  and  leave  the  government  in  an  embarraffed  fitua- 
tion  from  their  want  of  experience  of  the  ftate  of  affairs  in 
India.  Thus  entertaininjg  the  higheft  opinion  of  Mr.  Haftings 
they  failed  for  India,  and  when  they  landed  2lX.CAc\3lX.X.^,  >0«\^^ 
hnded  vnder  that  impre&on ;  yet  they  \iad  \>t^vi  x\v^\^  \i^^^ 
V0L.XXIL     .  O  ^N^^^ 
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a  very  fhort  time  before  they  found  that  the  reverfe  of  die 
piftute  which  they  had  drawn  to  themfelve*  for  Mr.  Haf- 
tings,  was  the  true  chara£ter  of  that  gentleman,  and  that 
fo  far  from  meriting  their  fupport,  he  defcrved  their  oppofi- 
tion,  and  (what  might  feem  furprifing  to  thofe  who  did  not 
know  Mr.  Haftings  as  well  as'  he  did)  that  he  was  as  defi- 
cient in  judgement  and  knowledge,  as  he  was  in  other  re- 
fpefts.  From  that  time  (Mr.  Francis  faid)  his  oppofitioiuto 
the  meafures  of  Mr.  Haftings  commenced,  and  he  had  uni* 
formly  perfifted  in  it  till  the  prefent  moment ;  but  then  it 
ought  to  be  remembered,  that  he  had  not  flood  iingk  in 
that  oppofition;  Sir  John  Clavering  and  Colonel  Monfoa 
had  a£ted  with  him  as  long  as  they  lived  ;  and  they  had  all 
three  a£ted  upon  public  grounds,  and  in  compliance  with 
what  they  had  conceived  to  be  their  indifpenfable  duty* 
That  as  to  perfonal  refledlions  or  inve<aives  he  (Mr*  Fran- 
cis) had  never  made  ufe  of  any;  whereas  every  other  per- 
fon,  at  any  time  in  office  with  Mr,  Haftings,  even  Mr.  Bar- 
well.  Sir  Eyre  Coote,,  and  Mr.  Wheler,  had  often  treated 
Mr.  Haftings  with  the  greateft  perfonal  indignities  and  vio- 
lent reproaches. — During  his  ftay  in  India  he  had  conftantlj 
told  Mr.  Haftings,  that  he  would  do  every  thing  in  his 
power  to  caufe  a  public  inquiry  to  be  made  kito  his  govern- 
ment, and  with  that  view  he  had  invariably  and  avowedly 
SiSted  from  the  moment  of  his  arrival,  as  the  Diredors  oF 
the  Eaft-India  Company  well  knew — Obferving  that  no  Dt* 
redlors  were  prefent,  Mr.  FVancis  faid,  he  meant  that  day 
to  have  laid  that  blame  at  the  Dire^ors^  door,  which  his 
thought  they  deferved ;  but  they  ihrunk  from  the  chai^* 
through  a  confcioufnefs  of  their  own  criminality,  and  dft» 
red  not  face  an  accufation,  the  truth  of  which  they  oould 
not  difpute.  In  India  he  had  adled  from  the  heft  nxH 
tives,  and  had,  while  he  was  there,  received  the  thaidcs 
and  approbation  of  the  Directors:  when  he  came  hom^ 
he  flattered  himfelf  that  he  arrived  loaded  with  applaufes; 
but  what  was  his  aftonifliment,  when,  fo  far  from  treats 
ing  him  civilly,  the  DireSors  fhut  their  door  in  his  iace^ 
and  he  was  marked  out  as  a  reprobated  charafter,  and 
as  a  perfon  who  was  on  no  account  to  he  fpoken  to  ;  and 
yet  thofe  very  DireSors,  who  (as  Mr.  Haftings  himfelf  had 
declared)  did  nothing  but  cenfure  every  part  of  his  conduft 
when  in  India,  on  his  return  home  received  him  with  ever^ 
mark  df  honour  and  diftin£lion,  and  were  adlually  fupport* 
ing  him  againft  the  charges,  although  they  were  all  charges 
of  criminal  and  corrupt  condu6l  while  entrufted  with  the 
management  of  their  aflFairs.  There  was  (Mr.  Francis  (aid) 
another  matter  rather  of  a  delicate  wTiituTe,  wlvlch  had  beet 
/iated  in  that  Houfe  and  without  doQis>  ;i^^  ;si\^2&>w^\v^\ft 
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ought  not  to  take  any  part  againft  Mr.  Haftings,  and  that 
•  was  the  circumftance  erf"  his  having  fought  a  duel  with  that 
gentleman  at  Calcutta:    it  had  been  faid,  that,  according 
to  the  laws  of  duelling,  when  a  m^n  quitted  the  field,  there 
ought  from  that  moment  to  be  an  end  of  the  caufe  of  the 
duel,  and  it  fhould  not  ever  be  again  mentioned*  The  laws 
of  honour  (Mr.  Francis  obferved)  were  extremely  capricious 
and  extremely  arbitrary;    but  capricious  and  arbitrary  as 
they  werej  he  fliould  certainly  think  himfelf  bound  to  fub- 
mit  to  them,  as  to  a  pofitive,  not  a  rational  law,  where 
they  could  with  any  fort  of  propriety  be  applied  to  the 
particular  cafe  in  queftion.  >  It  was  true  that  be  had  fought 
a  duel  with  Mr*  Haftings,  but  the  caufe  of  it  was  no  pri-. 
vate  quarrel;    they  had   not    courted    the   fame   miftrefs, 
they  had  no  difference  at   play,    over  wine,   or  on    any 
other  ordinary  caufe:    their  difference  had  been  a  public 
difference;   Mr.  Haftings  had  deliberately  entered  a  mi- 
nute on  the  council  records  fo  fcandalous  to  his  charac- 
ter and  fo  injurious  to  him,  that  it  left  him  no  other  alter** 
native  than  that  which  he  embraced ;  they  met,  and  he  was 
Ihot  through  the  body,  which  (it  might  be  faid)  ought  to 
be  deemed  a  fu£Scient  fatisfa£lion ;  in  a  duel  for  a  private 
quarrel  it  mighty  but  furely  the  cafe  was  different  where  the 
caufe  was  a  public  caufe.     When  he  received  the  ball,  he 
did  not  imagine  that  he  fliould  furvive ;  he  gave  Mr.  Haf- 
tings his  hand,  declared  that  he  forgave  him,  and  bade  him 
prepare  for  the  ftate  in  which  his  death  would  leave  the  gor 
vemmenc  But  what  was  it  he  forgave  him?  why,  the  infult 
given,  the  being  the  author  of  his  death,  as  he  then  fuppofed 
that  he  would  prove.     Hq  did  not  relinquilh  his  opinions  oa 
the  public  conduft  of  Mr.  Haftings,  he  did  not  prpmife  to 
;^bandon  thofe  opinions  incafehefhould  furvive,  nor  engage  to 
defift  from  endeavouring  to  caufe  an  inquiry  into  his  condudk 
to  be  inftituted,  provided  that  he  fliould  live  to  come  to  Eng-  , 
land,  which  he  had  always  declared  to  Mr.  Haftings  himfelf 
that  he  would  endeavour  to  caufe  to  be  inftituted.  He  ftoody 
therefore,  as  fairly  entitled  to  be  Mr.  Haftings'  accufer,  as 
if  the  duel  had  not  happened.     Throughout  his  coqdudt  in 
India  he  had  never  been  guilty  of  any  violent  language 
againft  Mr.  Haftings,  nor  faid  the  harfli  things  that  Sir  Johii 
Clavering  had  repeatedly  uttered  to  the  face  of  the  Governor 
Genera] ;  other  gentlemen  had  oppofed  his  public  condu£t 
as  well  as  he  had.     At  times  Mr.  Wheler  and  Mr.  Stables 
had  done  fo;  why  then  w^s  fo  much  obloquy  thrown  upon 
him  ?  He  knew  the  reafon  ;  he  was  the  only  furvivor;  Sir 
John  Clavering,   Colonel  Monfon,   Mr.  Whaler,    and  Sir 
Eyne  Coote  were  all  dead,  and  he  alone  was  left  to  be^^  tte. 
i^rmt  of  the  Aorm ;  but  as  he  carried  oul  ^  ?^oX\d%  Oa»x^c.- 
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ter  to  India,  and  brought  home  a  charader  equally  free  bom 
imputation,  he  had  a  right  to  expedl  a  very  difierent  -fort  rf 
treatment  from  that  which  he  had  experienced.     An  ho- 
nourable gentleman  over  againft  him  had  charged  him  ia. 
that  Houfe  with  writing  pamphlets  abufive  o£  Mr.  Haftingiy 
without  having  any  authority  for  fuch  an  afiertiOn;  ho  toait 
without  authority  was  entitled  to  charge  him  in  that  Houfil 
with  being  the  author  of  any  pamphlet  which  he  did  not 
avow;  but  a  circuinflance  had  happened  between ^the  ho^ 
nourable  gentleman   and   him,   which  rendered    it   in  the 
higheft  degree  improper  for  that  honourable  gentleman^  of 
all  men,  to  make  fuch  a' charge  upon  him,  and  he  woul4 
tell  the  Houfe  what  that  circumftance  w'a$.     Soon  after  his 
arrival  from  India  a  publication  came  out,  refpe£bing  which 
the  honourable  gentleman  wrote  him  a  note,  paying  him  i. 
variety  of  compliments  on  the  publication,'  declaring  it  con- 
tained fo  much  corre£l  information  about  the  recent  ftate  ci 
affairs  in  Bengal,  that  it  could  come  from  no  other  writer 
than  him,  and  begging  to  know,  whether  it  was  his  orno^ 
In  anfwer  to  this  application  he  wrote  an  immediate  note 
back,  in  which  he  left  the  Major  at  liberty  to  confide|r  him 
as  the  author.     After  fo  fatisf^^^ory  and  candid  a  confeffioii 
on  his  part,   furely  the  honourable  gentleman,  of  all  men,  . 
had  no  right  to  impute  an  anonymous  pamphlet  to  him 
without  any  fort  of  proof,  and  Without  alking  him  the  fame 
previous  queftion  which  he  had  pint  to  him  in  the  &rft  in^ 

ilanee,  

Mr.  Francis  now  proceeded  to  open  the  i?th  charge^ 
which  he  declared  was  a  general  charge  againft  Mr.  HaC^ 
tings  for  a  fyftematical,  univerfal,  and  excefljve  abufe  of  hii 
power  over  the  people  dire6lly  placed  under  his  government; 
and  their  property;   firft,  on  principles  abfurd,dontradic« 
tory,  and  flagitious ;  fecondly,  by  means  arbitrary,  tyrannb 
cal,  and  cruel;  thirdly,  With  effedls  opprefTive  and  affii<SEive 
to  the  natives,  ruinous  to  the  country,  deftru6l:ive  to  the 
revenues,  injurious  and  fraudulent  to  the  India  Company; 
fourthly,  for  purpofes  of  the  moft  abandoned  corruption  of 
himfelf,  and  of  every  other  perfon  whom  it  was  in  his  powet 
to  corrupt.     In  order  to  prove   to  the   conviSion '  of  the 
Committee  that  this  was  a  true  defcription  of  the  charge^ 
Mr.  Francis  feid,    he  would  begin  with  afcertaining  the 
ftate  of  landed  property  in  Bengal,  to  (hew  the  right  of  the 
«  natives  called  Zemindars  to  their  lands.    The  property  oC- 
land  in  Bengal  was,  he  declared,  according  to  the  hws  and 
cuftoms  of  that  country,  an  inheritable  pfroperty,  with  fiw* 
exceptions,  vefted  irf  certain  natives '  called  Zemiildars  of 
landholders,  under  whbm  certain  *  other  natives  called  TaA 
.  }odkdars  and  Ryots  held  cerlaiiv  tu\3ioxi^vtii\x.^  \\^\%  ^i.v^ 
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perty  or  occupancy  in  the  faid  lands.  He  quoted  Mr.Rbufe^ 
evidence  from  the  Sixth  Report  of  the  Seledl  Committee  in 
confirmation  of  this  affertion:  he  ftated  the  principles  and 
practice  of  the  Mogul  government,  during  the  exiftence  of 
vrhich  in  its  vigour  the  property  of  Zemindars  was  held  fa- 
cred,  and  that  either  by  voluntary  grafnt  from  the  Mogul, 
or  by  coHipofitiort  with  him,  the  native  Hindogs  were  left  in 
the  tree,  quiet,  and  undifturbed  poffeflion  of  their  lands,  on' 
the  fole  condition  of  paying  a  fixed  and  unalterable  revenue 
or  quit-rent  to  the  Mogul  governme^it.  He  fpoke  of  the 
rights  of  the  Zemindars,  and  the  queftion  whether  they 
ivere  proprietors  of  lands,  or  mere  oflBcers  of  government, 
as  colle<£lors  of  the  revenue ;  if  they  were  the  latter,  he 
aiked,  how  they  came  to  be  provided  for  in  the  Shafter ;  how 
^ame  their  eftates  to  be  diyifible  after  death  into  fhares  for  the 

'  children  of  the  dead  Zemindar;  and  how  happened  it  that 
they  defcended  to  women  ?  Both  by  the  Koran  and  the  Sliaf- 
ter  a  daughter  might  fucceed ;  and  did  any  man  ever  hear 

•  pf  an  office  being  hereditary,  or  capable  of  divifion  into 
ihares,  or  of  being  held  by  women  ?  If  Zemindars  were 
public  officers  and  mere  colleftors  of  revenue,  there  were  at 
lea0.  fifty  thoufjind  colleftorsof  the  land-tax  in  BengaH 

His  condu£l  in  1781,  when  he  put  the  lands  in  general 
up  to  fale  by  auftion,  was,  Mr.  Francis  declared,  incon- 
fiilent  with  his  own  declarations  in  favour  of  the  rights  of 
Zemindars.     He  proved  this  aflertion,  by  reading  an   ex- 

,  trail  from  Mr.  Hiiftings'  letter  or  minute,  in  which  he  de- 
clared, **  That,  by  entrufting  the  colledllons  to  the  heredi- 
**  tary  Zemindars,  the  people  would  be  treated  with  more 
t'  tendernefsj  the  rents  more  improved,  and  cultivation  more 
**  likely  to  be  encouraged ;  that  they  have  a  perpetual  inte- 
^*  reft  in  the  country ;  that  their  inheritance  cannot  be  re- 
f ^  moved ;  that  they  are  the  proprietors  ;  that  the  lands  are 
**  /Af/r  eftates,  and  rA«V  inheritance ;  that,  from  a  long  cori- 
f*  tinuance  of  the  lands  in  their  families,  it  is  to  be  conclu- 
^^  dcd  that  they  have  riveted  an  authority  in  the  diftridl,  ac- 
f*  quired  an  afcendancy  over  the  minds  oi  the  ryots,  ana  /V 
V  gratiated  their  affeditmu  That  from  continuing  the  lands 
<*  under  the  managenaent  of  thofe  whb  have  a  natural  and 
f*  ^rpetuar  intefreft  in  their  profperity,  folid  advantages 
**  mig}it  be  expe(iled  to  accrue ;  that  the  Zemindar  would 
<<  be  lefs  liable  to  failure  or  deficiencies  tjian  the  farmer, 
.^^  froni  the  perpetual  iritereft  which  the  farmer  hath  in  the 
^*  country,  and  bec^ufe  his  inheritance  cannot  be  removed, 
."  and  it  wt>iild  be  improbable  that  he  fliould  rilk  the  lofs  of 
<*  it  by  eloping  from  his  diftridl:,  which  is  too  frequently 
«♦  praAifed  by  a  farmer,  when  he  is  hard  preffi&d^ot  x>\^^v^- 
i*  meat  of  Idt  balances,  aad  as  frequeuXlY  ipi^\exeim\cv^^ 
■'•     •  ••■■'   •     .     •  •  ^^  viVwtiii 
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^*  when  he  receives  his  farm.'* — ^Every  thing  in  the  charg«^ 
Mr.  Francis  faid,  was  copied  from  Mr.  Haltings*  own  let* 
ters  and  minutes^  fo  that  he  could  not  difpute.the  validity 
of  the  fads  ailedged.  Indeed,  in  his  defence,  he  admit- 
ted ahnoft  every  {a£t  either  directly  or  indire£tly,  by  en- 
tering into  a  juftification  of  it.  i\fter  acknowledging  the 
Zemindars'  rights,  property,  and  inheritance,  Mr.  Haftingt 
in  his  review  took  a  new  principle,  declaring  that  **  he  dar^ 
^'  not  go  the  length  of  affirming  that  the  Zemindars  were 
**  not  owners  of  the  lands,"  but  he  gave  all  their  produce  to 
^  the  Sovereign,  as  if  property  fignified  any  thing  diftinS 

from  ufufrutluariusn     Mr.  Francis  reafoned  upoij  (what  be 
called)  a  new  and  extraordinary  fpecies  of  diftinftioR,  pro- 
nouncing it   contrary  to  reafon  and  juitice.     Perpetual  iiH  . 
novations  were,  he  obferved,  incompatible  with  any  rational 
idea  of  good  government,  and  yet  Mr.  Haftings  had  adopted 
no  lefs  than  a  dozen  different  modes  of  managing  the  rev^- 
nues  in  the  courfe  of  fifteen  years ;  though  he  himfelf  cx- 
prefsly  declared,    <<  that   innovations   are  always   attended 
f*  with   difficulties    and    inconveniencies,    and  innovatioiK 
**  in  the  revenue  with  a  fufpenfion  of  the  coUedion,**  && 
&c.     Mr.  Haftings,  however,  was  arbitrary  in  every  thin^ 
not  merely  from  ignorance  and  caprice,  but  from  fyfteqi; 
being  bound  by  no  fundamental  principles,  he  chan^d  hii 
meafures  as  often    as   he   liked,    and    made    every .  inao* 
vation   a  new  fource  of  fraud,    and  a  new  means  of  op- 
preffion.      He    feemed   to  know   that  if  once   there  ¥rai 
a  fixed  fettlement,   there  muft  be  an  end  of  peculation; 
he  therefore  took  care  to  avoid  coming  to  any  thing  like  a 
fixed  fettlement.     In  fa6t,  Mr.  Haftings  detefted  all  general 
principles  excepting  two,  and  they  were  firft,  negatively^  to 
have  no  principle  at  all.     Secondly,  a  principle  of  his  owii| 
**  That  the  af&irs  of  the  Company,  when   he  took  charge 
**  of  the  Government,  flood  on  a  footing,  which,  could  net- 
**  ther  laft   as  it  was,  nor  be  maintained  on  the  rigid  prifl- 
**  ciple  of  private  juftice."    This  was  the  bafis  of  the  whoh 
of  Mr.  Haftings' Government,  and  the  fuperftniAure  had 
correfponded  with   the  foundation,  for  it  muft  be  acknow^ 
ledged  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  a£led  up  to  his  principle. 

Mr.  Francis  then  ftated  the  following  faSs:  In  1766  %  . 
Naib  Duan,  with  Aumils,  or  native  CoUedors,  was  appoint^' 
cd;  in  1769,  Supervifors;  in  1770,  Controlling  Councils  of 
revenue  at  Morfhedabad  and  Patna;  in  April  1772,  the  Naih 
Duan, or  native  CoUedlor,  was  abolifhed,  and  a  Committee c^ 
Circuit  and  Colledtors  were  appointed,  and  the  General  Board 
of  revenue  at  Xluxadavad  aboliftied;  in  November  177^ 
Colle&oT%  were  abolifhed,  and  Pro\\T\e*\?Ll  Councils  creates^ 
e^ch   with  sl  native  DewaA  to  vf^Xe\\  xXvavav  "vci  ^Qksk«. 

■■•■'"'"■  vvK 
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17769  Aumeent  were  fent  out  td  obtain  accurate  ftates  of 
the  real  value  of  the  lands;  in  February  1781,  which  was 
two  montlis  before  the  clofe  of  the  Bengal  year,  the  Pro- 
vincial Councils  were  abolifhed^  and  the  Committee  of  Re- 
Venue  appointed.  Mr.  Francis  reafoned  upon  thefe  feveral 
changes  and  innovations  progref&vely  as  he  mentioned  them, 
and  particularly  kid  a  ftrefs  on  the  bad  oeconomy  of  putting 
the  Government  to  a  double  expence,  by  making  two  difFe- 
.rent  charges  of  collection  in  one  year.  He  afterwards  pur- 
fued  his  narrative,  and  ftated  that  in  May  1785,  as  foon  as 
Mr.  Haftings  had  left  Calcutta,  Mr.  Charles  Stewart  propo* 
fed  to  abolifh  the  Committee  as  a  moil  deftru6live  fyftem, 
and  to  re-appoint  Colledors;  and,  on  the  12th  01  June 
1786,  the  Committee  was  abolifhed,  and  a  new  Board  of 
revenue  appointed,  with  Colledors  in  the  diftri£ts.  From 
1766  to  1786,  therefore,  no  lefs  than  twelve  different 
inftitutions  or  material  changes  of  fyAem  took  place,  eight 
of  which  were  adopted  by  Mr.  Halling«.  Thefe  changes 
were  of  themfelves  fufficient  to  harrafs  any  country,  to  ruin 
and  to  drive  any  people  to  defpair.  They  were  the  caufe  of 
all  the  babnces  in  the  hands  of  farmers,  renters,  &c.  after 
they  had  racked  the  country,  becaufe  when  they  expedted  a 
change  of  hands,  they  paid  nothing  to  the  prefent  Collector, 
and  took  their  chance  with  his  fucceiTor;  but  the  farmer  ne- 
ver failed  to  rack  the  Zemindar  and  the  Ryots.  Mr.  Fran- 
cis here  read  the  following  extract  from  Mr.  Stewart's  mi- 
nute of  1785:  "  Bengal  year  is  juft  expired,  and  the  col- 
<^  le£lions  are  at  an  end :  fuch  balances  therefore  as  have 
*•  £dlen,  cannot  be  farther  realized  without  encroaching  on 
**  the  revenue  of  the  new  year,  a  praftice  of  all  others  the 
**  moft  pernicious  !"  Mr.  Francis  entered  into  a  difcuffion  of 
the  particular  objeft  and  effeft  of  each  change  of  fyftem 
which  had  obtained,  but  chiefly  infifted  on  the  Committee  $f 
Circuit.  He  mentioned  the  ftate  of  the  provinces  in  1771, 
in  confequence  of  the  dreadful  famine  which  took  place  in 
1770  in  the  provinces  of  Bengal  and  Bahar,  and  faid,  that 
Mr.  Haftings  ncverthelefs  made  an  arbitrary  fettlcment  of 
the  revenues  for  five  years  at  a  higher  rate  than  had  ever 
been  received  before,  and  with  a  progreflive  and  accumulating 
inter^ft  on  each  of  tlie  four  laft  ye«'irs  of  the  faid  fettlement. 
This  Mr.  Haftings  thought  to  enefl  by  violating  the  heredi- 
tary rights  of  the  Zemindars,  and  univerfally  letting  the 
lands  by  au&ion  to  farm  for  five  years,  and  juftified  it  by 
faying,  that  it  could  not  be  forefeen  that  the  farmers  could 
engage  for  an  higher  revenue  than  the  diftridls  would  afford. 
^  The  final  balance  at  this  time  was  230  lacks,  and  it  was 
'  worth  inquiry  what  became  of  it.  In  confec^weuce  oi  xN\fe 
violation  of  the  rights  of  the  Zemindars  by  the  wVio\e\wvii^aL 
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j^roperty  of  Bengal  being  put  up  to  a  pretended  kuQiani 
•         all  the  Proprietors  were  difpoflefied  as  above  mentionid^  and 
banyans,  adventurers,  and  thieves  of  all  forts,  were  pot  vi^ 
to  pofiefiion  of  the  lands ;  and  yet,  in  his  defencfe,  Mr..Ha£| 
tings  had  the  modefty  to   declare,  that  property  was  not 
transferred.     This  mode  of  letting  the  lands  was  the  more  ex- 
traordinary, as  Mr.  Haftings  himfelf  had  declared,  "  that 
*'  by  this  way  the  lands  too  generally  fell  into  the  han^  of 
**  defperate  or  knavifli  adventurers;"     It  was  a  fundamental 
regulation  that  no  one  perfon  fhould  hold  a  &nn  above  one- 
lack,  and  yet  Canto  Babboo,  Mr.  Haftings'  own  BaoyUi 
was  fufFered  to  have  farms  to  the  amount  of  13  lacks  znift 
half,  and  16  lacks  of  the  inveftment.  Mr.  Francis  ftated  thfr 
farm  qf  the  lands  of  Baharbund,  and  Patcheet,  and  Bifluh- 
poor,  as  among  others  of  the  farms  let  to  Canto  Babboo  }- 
that  Baharbund  w^s  part  of  the  Zemindary  of  Radihi;  that 
Cantoo  Babboo's  fettlement  with  the  country  was  3SyOCX>\i 
whereas  his  fettlement  with  Government  in  perpetuity  was 
only  8300 1.;  that  lie  had  relinquiflied  the  other  two  at  thi 
end  of    the  two  firft    years  with  a  balance  of  245)5571* 
deficiency.     The  preceding  renters,  who  had  been  turned 
out  to  make  way  for   Canto  Babboo,  had  paid  up!   their 
rents,  or  very  nearly.      Mr.  Francis  next  mentioned  the 
tilt  farms  in  Dacca,  holden  by  Mr.  Barwell,  in  which  Ge-  ] 
neral  Clavering  obferved  to  the  Diredtors,  th^t  they  wcKiU 
fee  an    epitome  of  all  the  tranfaftions    of   the  Uommit- 
tee  of  Circuit.— He  fpoke  alfo  of  the  farm  of  Sylket,  and 
the  farms  of  Currickpore  and  Monghyr,  holden  by  Bate- 
roan,  the  ColIe£l:or,  in  two  fidlitious  names,  and  who  named  . 
a  third,  his  own  fervant,  for  fecurity,  who  being  preflied  fof 
a  balance,  difcovered  the  whole  cheat. 

After  ftating  other  hSts  of  a  fimilar  nature,  he  faid  that 
the  Diredlors,  in  a  letter  dated  the  4th  of  March  1778,  and 
figned  by  William  Devaynes  and  Nathaniel  Smith,  Efqitf. 
late  Chairman  and  Deputy  Chairman  of  the  faid  Court,  foU 
members  of  that  Houfe,  di4  declare,  that,  "  although  it 
"  was  rather  their  wifli  to  prevent  future  evils  than  to  enter 
**  into  a  fevere  retro fpe£Vion  of  paft  abufes,  yet,  as  in  .finns 
**  of  the  cafes  then  before  them,  they  conceived  there  had 
"  been  flagrant  corruption^  and  in  others  great  oppreffibnt 
"  committed  on  the  native  inhabitants,  they  thought  it  un* 
"  juft  to  fuiFer  the  delinquents  to  pafs  wholly  unpunil&eit 
"  and  therefore  they  direfted  the  Governor  General  aql. 
"  Council  forthwith  to  commence  a  profecution  againft  the 
**  perfons  who  compofed  the  Committee  of  Circuit,  ?nd 
**  their  reprefentatives,  and  again  ft  all  other  proper  particii? 
but  that  the  prolJcutions,  fo  oideved  b^  t\\e  Court  .of  Wj" 
JT&Sors  ia  the  year  1778,  liaduevet\>efcvv\>io\i^\.  WxisJfljj 
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and  that  Mn  Haftings  did,  on  the  2^^  of  December  1783, 
propofe  and  carry  it  in  Council,  that  orders Jh'.uld  be  givtn 
for  withdrawing  the  faid  profecutions,  declaring  that  he  was 
clearly  of  opinion  that  there  would  be  no  ground  to  main- 
tain them,  and  that  they  would  only  be  produ^ive  of  cxfenct 
to  the  Company  J  and  unmerited  vexation  to  the  parties. 

If  it  were  afeed  why  theFe  profecutions  had  been  flopped, 
the  anfwer  could  be  no  other  than  becaufe  the  orders  for  in- 
ftitutihgthem  arrived  in  India  in  1779,  ^^^^^  ^^^  power  had 
revolved  to  Mr.  Haftings  and  Air.  Barwell,  and  becaufe  they 
were  to  be  tried  by  Sir  Elijah  Impey.     Mr.  Francis  faidlhat 
he  would  not  dwell  upon  the  conduft  of  Sir  Elijah  for  an  ob- 
vious  reafon,   but  with   regard  to   th^  whole  tranfaclion* 
added  to  the  direft  proofs  which  he  had  ftated,  a  prefump- 
tion  arofe  irrefiftible  to  any  informed  perfons,  of  the  havock 
made  of  the  property  of  the  natives,  from  the  petition  of 
Coflinaut  Babboo  to  Mr.  Haftings'  face,  viz.  "  Neither  am 
**  I  indeed  at  all  desirous  of  acquiring  any  perfon's  Zeminda- 
"  ry  in  this  country,  for,  if  it  had  been  my  umbition,  I 
**  might  furely,  when  by  the  favour  of  the  Englifli  gentle- 
*^  men  I  was  (as  is  well  known)  placed  at  the  head  of  aifairs, 
**  have  poflefled  myfelf  of  the  Zemindaries  and  Talooks  of 
"  many  people,  in  like  manner  as  feveral  Calcutta  Mutfud- 
<*  dies  have  done,  as   is  well  known  to  you."    i6tii  Dec. 
^  ^777.     All   the  defence  Mr.  Haftings  made  for  an  wSt  of 
fuch  complicated  iniquity  is  comprifed  in  thefe  words  :  '^  Thi 
**  propriety  of  the  meafiire  requires  no  proof!  that  the  fubjedt  of 
'*  his  Banyan's  farms  is  now  become  obfolete;  that  he  had 
^*  no  intereft  in  the  tranfadlion,  and  that  he  really  believes  he 
"  loft  very  confiderably  by  his  farms."  The  conclufion,  Mr, 
Francis  faid,  was  grofs  and  palpable.     A  bare  contradic- 
tion proved  nothing.     But  if  it   were  ferioufly  aJked,  why 
they  did  not  prove  more  ?  The  balances  and  notorious  for- 
tunes of  individuals  proved  enough.     How  were  thefe  to  be 
accounted  for  but  by  fuch  practices  ?  Befides,  they  were  in 
a  certain  courfe  of  difcovery  when  Nundcomar  was  cut  off, 
and  cut  off,  he  verily  believed,  for  no  other  caufe  but  his 
having  come  forward  as  the  accufer  of  Mr.  Haftings.     Who 
would,  after  that  event,  venture  to  ftand  forth  in  fo  dange- 
rous a  charafter,  or  how  could  they  pretend  to  the  com- 
mon feelings  of  humanity,  and  alk  any  man  to  do  fo,  when 
they  could  protedk  no  man  ?  Had  the  Supreme  Court  of  Ju- 
dicature done  their  duty,  the  whole  would  have  appeared  in 
.  evidence.     He  inftanced  the  ftate  of  the  Company's  civil 
fervants  at  the  time,  and  fpoke  of  the  difficulty  of  proving 
any  thing  from  their  evidence,  whether  as  accomplices  or  ex- 
pectants.    The  Company's   fyft'em  was  fuch  as  tvec^'KaixA'^ 
tended  to  corrupt  the  belt  difpofed  men ;  and  Yiewce  tVve^  \v^3l 
made  it  a  common  cau{e  with  Mr.  Haftincs,  w\\\c\\ -w^l-s  ^xv 
Vol.  XXII  p  *^  \m^i>3idL^vvX, 
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imprudent  and  unneceflary  ftep,  as  a  general  defence,  with 
jfuch  fa£is  eftabliflied,  ptpyed  that  the  Government  of  Indu^ 
was  founded  in  a  bad  fyftera,  with  a  wicked  Goverhbr^t 
the  head  of  it.  They  ought,  he  declared,  to  have  mad^it 
a  common  caufe  with  h!m. 

With  regard  to  a  future  good  government,  he  aflerted  that 
there  were  two  fundamental  conditions^w^jt^/^/ii  nort-^zix" 
ed  revenue  from  the  country  and  falaries  or  allowances  to  the' 
Company's  fervants  proportionable  to  their  rank  and  fitua- 
tion.  At  prefent  the  falaries  pqiid  by  the  Company  i^ere.fo 
fcanty  that  their  fervants  could  not  live  upon  tneqi,  a&) 
thence  they  were  expofed  to  corruption  and  pron^p^ted  to, be 
rapacious.  Allow  them  fuch  fahries  or  pmoljiments  ^s  would 
enable  them  to  make  mpderatp  fortunes  in 'a  r^fofiable 
period  of  time,  and  to  live  under  the  hope  and  expe^^- 
tion  of  returning  home  with  fair  charaflers,  and  the  Ck>m* 
pany  might  )then  expe£t  them  to  zSt  with  integrity.  If 
theie  conditions  were  not  adopted,  every  thing  elfe  he  wa| 
perfuaded  would  be  ufelefs*  He  recapitulated  the .  fate  of 
thofe  perfons  who  had  made  difcoveries,  mentioning  Grueber, 
^ho  had  been  turned!  out  of  the  fervice  for  declaring,  that  b^ 
Jiad  paid  1 2>ocx)  to  the  Committee  of  circuit  at  Dacca ;  Nood: 
comar,  who' was  executed;  the  Ranni  of  Burdwaii,  and  th^ 
Ranni  of  Radihi,  who  had  been  perfecuted  unremittingly 
ever  fince  they  difcovered  the  peculations  pra6lifed  by  the 
Governor  General's  Banyans  and  Agents.  He  flated  alfo 
the  cafe  of  Ramchunder  Seine,  who  had  been  profecuted  fop 
a  confpiracy,  and  fined  5000  rupees*  He  gave  a  ihort. ac- 
count of  each  of  thefe  cafes  and  perfons  feverally,  and  of 
Canto  Babboo,  and  of  Nundelol,  ftating  Mr.  Moore*s  evi- 
dence about  the  latter ;  whence  it  appeared,  that  after  haying 
»had  the  fame  farm,  and  been  deficient  four  or  five  lacks,  he 
was  reinilslted,  and  there  was  then  an  additional  balsinceof 
feven  lacks.  He  mentioned  Nobkiflen,  who  had  been  ftated  by 
Mr.  Sheridan,  in  opening  his  laft  charge,  as  having  pi:efented 
the  Governor  General  with  three  lacks;  and  likewifc  Qurga 
Govind  Sing,  whofe  difmifflon  from  the  Calcutta  Comniiflion 
in  1775,  had  rendered  him  an  improper  perfon  to  tranfa^  af- 
fairs of  iuch  moment  to  the  Company,  and  yet  he  wasr  plaod 
at  the  head  of  the  Aumeens  in  1 776.  That  the  fyftem  of  Uack 
Provincial  Councils  had  been  converted  into  a  job,  that  thert 
was  a  Dewan  in  each,  and  that  the  plan  profefiing  to  be  general 
was  -reduced  to  nothing  by  ei^ceptions,  that  the  eftablifhed 
inembets  were  increafed^  while  their  duties  were  reduced  to  a 
ftate  of  nbn-exiftence.  He  mentioned  Boglepore  having  been 
detached  for  Mr.  James  Barton ;  Midnapore  for  NJr.  Pieroe; . 
•Saruo^  andChamparum  forMr.Grseme.  Hefpokeof  tbeCooH 
m'ntee  of  Circuit,  and  the  remilTions  on  their  fettlemen)  of 
fiurdwan,  N  udder,  &c.  under  xYveYv^^i^  o^  v^xA^xio^V  and 
suider  rfiat  of  oppre^on,  \it  meivVvQut^  x^^  KAxistecc^id^:^^ 
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monftroas  power  given  to  that  people^  and  flated  the  letting 
jthe  &rms  to  Nundelol,  Birjoo  Kimore,  and.  Badhadre  Sing 
(all  difmifled  fervants  of  tiit  Rannee  of  Radihi  and  the 
Kannee    of   Bardwan)    as  inftances  of  oppreffion^  origi- 
ginating  in  corruption.    He  next  treated  of  the  Committee 
of  Revenue  eftablifhed  in.  1781.     The  Provincial  Councils 
were^  he  faid,  abolifhed,  after  fubfifting  eight  years^  and  .re-  , 
ceiving  repeated  confirmation   by  Mr*  Haftings,   in  two 
^lonths  after  his  (Mr,  Francis')  departure^  and  carried  againft 
Mr.  Wheler's  opinion,  which  occaiioned  the  minute  to  be 
three  times  altered,  but  at  laft  he  (Mr.  W.)  yielded,  finding 
it  in  vain  to  refifl.    The  Governor  General  h^id  penfioned 
the  members,  as  they  were  removed  for  no  fault  of  their 
own,   though  n0w  he   accufes  them  of    faflion  and  inca- 
pacity;   that  the  colIe£tors  and   chiefs  were    left  in  tem- 
porary charge,  yet  none  of  them  were  ever  recalled ;  and 
mentioning  lome  other  particulars,  he  came  at  length  to  fpeak 
of  the  Committee  of  Revenue,  declaring  that  the  objeft  o£ 
the  inftitution  was  not  anfwered  by  an  appeal  to  the  perfonal 
chara£ter  of  the  members.    They  were  Mr.  Anderfon,  who 
was  generally  abfent,  and  enifployed  in  various  embaffies;  Mr. 
Shoie,  often  abfent,  and  likewile,  making  fettiements  ;  and 
Mr.  Charters,  alfo  abfent ;  fo  that  Mr.  Croftes,  who  was  left 
with  Gonga  Govind  Sing,  and  Mr.  Evelvn  the  fupernume- 
rary,  might  be  faid  to  have  all  the  weight  of  the  bufinefs  upon 
their  ihoulders.   Mr.  Francis  declared,  that  the  delegation  of 
the  powers  of  the  Board  was  illegal  in  itfelf.— The  Governor 
General  and  Council  being  themfelves  delegates,  could  not 
delegate  or  transfer  their  power.  If  in  any  one  inftance  they 
could  do  fo,  they  could  in  all.     Why  not  command. the  ar-* 
my  by  a  Committee?  It  was,  he  faid,  dire£tly  contrary  to  tht 
orders  of  the  Directors,  who  had  reprobated  the  idea  of  de<* 
legating  feparate  powers  even  to  the  Governor  General.    Be* 
iides  this  objeAion,  thtf  members  of  the  Board  were  junior  to 
the  chiefs  to  whom  they  fent  orders.   He  flated  their  pay  to 
confiA  of  two  per  cent,  on  the  neat  fums  paid  at  the  treafury, 
and  of  one  per  cent,  on  ditto  paid  the  chiefs  and  colledors. 
He  aiked  why  that  diftindlion?  and  faid,  that  by  the  printed 
lift  laid  before  theHoufe  it  appeared,  by  the  diftribution,  that 
the  annual  commiffion  muft  have  amounted  to  52,220!.  The 
oeat  coUe£tions  at  a  medium  of  three  years,  w^re  only  190 lacks 
of  rupees.    Of  that  fum,  fuppofe  one  third  paid  in  Calcutta, 
and  two  thirds  in  the  diftrids,  then  the  commiffion  would 
amount  to  only  2,53,000  rupees  or  26,ocol.  fterling;  fuppofe 
pne  half  iti  Calcutta  and  one  half  in  the  diilrids,  the  coQi* 
miffion  then  would  amouift  to  2,85,000  rupees,  or  30,0001* 
fterling^    The  annual  fettlemcnt  was,  by  average  and  difcre* 
tion,  tho*  in  1776  Mr,  Haftings  would  beat  ot  no\\x«i%\>\jX 
Mdtaal bu&ibood  and  accur3Lte  valuation.    Bahscc  n99a  ^^niSQXt^ 
ippap^mitj  to  KgUynm  and  CuUiaA  SVnt»  li^^l  ^iA^^^ 

Pa  ^"^ 
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the  revenue,  and  Baharbund  on  the  like  condition  to  Canto 
Babboo.  It  was  declared  to  be  the  rule  to  leave  the  lands  to 
the  Zemindar,  particularly  Radfhi,  Nuddea,  Dinagepoor^  and 
Burdwan,  though  really  made  over  to  Nandolol,'  Mr.  Mac 
Dowal,  Davy  3ing>  and  Nobkiflen.  After  a  variety  of  cur- 
fory  remarks  and  ftatements,  Mr.  Francis  took  notice  that 
Mr.  Haftings,  in  his  defence,  aflerted  that  the  revenues  had 
confiderably  increafed,  under  the  management  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Revenue,  in  thefe  words:—  "  It  is  in  pro6f  before 
**  this  honourable  Houfe,  that  the  revenues  have  confider- 
«*  ably  increafed  under  the  management  of  the  Committee  of 
**  revenue.  I  refer  this  honourable  Houfe  to  authentic  do- 
**  cuments  upon  their  table,  tranfmltted  from  Bengal  fincc 
**  my  refignation  of  the  fervice;  thefe  will  prove  how  con- 
*^  fiderably  the  revenues  have  increafed  fince  the  inflitution 
"  of  the  Committee  of  the  Revenue."  Mr.  Francis  faid,  thit 
the  whole  real  power  of  the  Committee  was  veiled  in  Gunga 
Govind  Sing.  He  fpoke  of  the  charadler,  power,  and  con- 
du6l  of  this  man,  and  his  connexions  with  Mr.  Haftings 
from  the  firll,  declaring  that  he  was  a  notorious  and  adroit 
villain,  and  referred  for  a  confirmation  of  this  aflertion  to  the 
minutes  of  Mr.  Stable,  Mr.  Stewart,  and  to  the  following 
minute  of  Mr.  Macpherfon:  '*  1  fliould  be  particularly  hap- 
•*  py  to  fee  the  Committee  in  a  capacity  to  execute  thefe  im- 
**  portant  duties,  independent  of  that  general  agency  and  im- 
«*  proper  authority  of  a  native  Dewan,  or  in  plain  Englifli, 
*'  a  native  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer."  He  next  mention- 
ed the  Pefcufli  levied  by  Mr.  Haftings  beyond  the  eftabliflied  . 
revenue,  and  unknown  to  the  Directors  and  his  colleagues, 
afking,  Where  was  the  account  of  the  fettlement  of  this  Pef- 
cufli? Where  was  the  account  of  the  colleflion?  Who  was 
thecolle£tor?  and.  What  check  wa^  there  on  the  tranfadion? 
He  reprobated  the  pretence  that  thefe  exaflions  were  for  the 
Company,  and  faid»  whocould  tell  ?  Arid  if  it  were  fo,  it  was  no 
defence  of  an  adl:  prohibited  by  law,  and  criminal  in  itfelf. 

He  came  at  length  to  the  general  ftate  of  the  revenue  and 
charges  ofcolleflion  from.  April  1772.  He  faid  there  was  no 
account  of  1784-5  come;  that  an  account  of  1 7^5-5  had 
been  received,  but  not  regularly;  and  that  it  was  carried  up  to 
July  i786,which  was  1 5  months,  which  neverwas  done  before. 

Total'gain  promifed  by  Mr.  Haftings. 
Firft  year,  Sicca  Rupees  —  S^f^fijS 

Ditto  for  4  years  4 

2,04,38,691 

But  in  thefe  4  years  the  average,  neat  receipts, 
fell  ftiort  of  the  average  of  the  preceding  9 
*  years,  by  Sicca  rupees  12,890,  or  in  4  years       5i,2o;79<> 

Failure  of  promife  in  the  firft  4.  ^t2X%        —        ^SS>Vi>^ 
Or  three  milUons  fterling  in  the  jtb  ^c^i,  ^  ?Cv\Y 
greater  proportionate  failure* 


A.  1787.  DEBATES. 

PROOF. 

Total  neat  colle6lions  of  9  years,  ending  in  April 

1781,  Sicca  rupees  18,05,41,971 

Average  200,60,2 1 9 

Neat  coUcflions  of  the  four  fucceeding  years  751,20,083 

Average         1,87,80,020  ' 

Annual  deficiency,  com.  ann.  1 2,80, 199 

Deficiency  of  four  years  under  the  Committee  51,20,796 

Mr.  Francis,  now  fpoke  of  the  merit  aflumed  by  Mr# 
Haftings  for  the  monopolies  of  fait  and  opium ;  tliat  was, 
for  the  continuance  and  improvement  of  a  mode  of  taxation 
reprobated  by  every  wife  government,  and  particularly  pro- 
hibited by  the  Court  of  Dircdlors.  The  monopoly  of  a  ne- 
ceflary  of  life,  was  not,  he  faid,  a  very  new  or  wonderful 
difcovery  in  finance.  Make  the  mode  of  taxation  rigorous, 
and  undoubtedly  it  would  be  produdlive.  Take  proper  mea- 
fures  to  keep  out  foreign  fait,  and  certainly  the  price  of  their 
own  would  rife;  but,  was  the  profit  real?  Was  there  not  a 
proportionate  lofs  in  the  land  revenue  of  the  fait  dillri(Ss?  If 
It  were  ever  fo  profitable,  was  it  fit  that  the  neceffaries  of  life 
fliould  be  monopolized  in  Bengal.  The  manufafture  of  fait 
fhould  only  be  raifed  by  a  duty;  but  Mr.  Haflings  pleaded 
diflrefs.  His  defence  as  a  financier  made  him  criminal  as 
governor.  Even  by  his  own  account  the  Company's  affairs 
flourifhed  fo  late  as  the  year  1779.  ^'^  political  meafures  had 
been  the  caufe  of  all  the  diflrefs,  particularly  the  Mahratta 
War.  With  regard  to  the  opium,  Mr.  Haftings  firfl  taxed 
the  lands,  and  then  monopolized  the  produce.  There  were 
three  parts  in  this  bufinefs,  the  monopoly,  the  contraft,  and 
the  contraband  exportation.  He  flaied  the  cruel  effefts  of 
the  monopoly  upon  the  Ryots,  who  cultivated  the  poppy 
lands.  They  were  forced  to  fell  the  produce  of  their  labour 
to  one  monopolift  at  his  own  price;  forced  to  cut  down  their 
rice  to  plant  poppy.  And,  why  all  this  wickednefs?  Not  for 
the  Company,  but  for  job  and  patronage,  to  make  the  fortune 
of  a  favourite  in  a  fingle  hour.  The  honourable  gentleman 
oppofite  to  him  (Major  Scott)  had  avowed  this^  and  a  Direc- 
tor (Mr.  Alderman  le  Mefurier)  had  confirmed  it. 
.  Mr.  Francis  recapitulated  the  heads  of  his  fpeech  fumma- 
rily,  and  at  length  after  earneftly  recommending  that  a  cora-f 
fnittee  fhould  be  appointed  to  examine  the  flate  of  the  ac- 
counts of  the  revenues  fince  April  1779,  wound  up  his  fpeech 
with  declaring,  that  when  Mr.  Haftings  came  into  poflefTioa 
of  the  Bengal  Government,  he  found  Bengal  a  fertile,,* 
wealthy,  a  populous,  and  a  profpcrous  country,  th2Lt.  \t  cotv* 
tained  a  regular  gradation  of  ranks,  like  a  p^xanu^)  ^totcv  ^ 
mreJI  ordered  yeom^nfy  up  to.  foverciga  ptiuces,  X\\^X.  \x.  \vk- 
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eluded  hierarchies^  kingdoiris^  and  principalities;  that  thert  . 
were  in  it  fovereigns,  inferior  princes,  nobility,  cYergy^ 
gentry^  farmers,  and  labourers ;  and  that  through  the  cor- 
rupt and  ill-principled  government  of  Mr.  Haftings^  all 
thefe  diftin£lions  had  been  broken  dowa  and  deftroyed* 
That  the  whole  nation  had  been  pounded  down  into  one  ge-«  . 
neral  and  indiftinft  nlafs,  that  all  gradation  and  degree  wbre 
deftroyed,  and  that  the  Prince  was  even  no  otherwife  to^bt 
difcovered  from  the  peafant  than  by  the  fuperiority  of  hii 
fufferings,  and  the  humiliating  proportion  of  tyranny,  bppref- 
fion,  and  extortion  to  which  he  had  been  forced  to  fubmit» 

Mr.  Francis,  having  now  fpoken  near  three  hours,  con* 
eluded  in  nearly  the  following  terms.  My  particular  labour 
is  now  at  an  end.  An  unremitting  perfeverance  for  thirteen 
years  together  in  the  fame  purfuit,  has  at  lad  conduced  me 
to  that  ifTue,  which  has  been  the  objedt  of  all  my  efforts. 
Mr.  Haftings  muft  now  be  impeached.  Let  him  have  a  fair 
trial.  I  defire  no  more.  In  arriving  at  that  objfedk,  I  have 
fccured  every  perfonal  purpofe  that  I  ever  had  in  view,  in 
perfifting  fo  long  as  I  have  done  in  this  unthankful  office. 
The  reputation  of  Sir  John  Clavering,  Colonel  Monfori,  and 
my  own  are  fecure.  Whatever  may  be  the  fate  of  the  quef- 
tion  immediately  before  you,  the  charges  already  voted  are 
fufficient  to  fhew,  that  there  are  public  grounds,  of  unquef- 
tionable  criminality,  for  the  impeachment  of  Mr.  Haftings. 
Your  votes  are  my  authority, — The  Houfe  of  Commons  arc  ray 
compurgators. — The  only  viftory  I  ever  aimed  at  is  obtaih* 
cd. — The  only  triumph  that  a  man  of  honour  would  folicit 
or  accept  of  in  fuch  a  queftion,  is  decreed.  I  never  had  a 
thought  or  expedlation  of  fucceeding  to  his  office  by  driving 
him  from  it,  or  of  fharing  in  the  fpoils  of  his  fortune.  My 
only  perfonal  objeft  was  to  clear  my  qharadlcr  from  foul  at 
perfion,  and  to  eftablifli,  as  I  truft  I  have  done,  the  integrity 
of  my  condufl  in  thecftimation  of  my  country. 

I  move  you,  Sir,  therefore,  that  Warren  Hallings,  Efq.  be 
impeached  on  this  charge. 

Major  Scott  rofe  nqxt,  and  faid, 
[fc'oi  Scott  Mr.  St.  John, 

*'  At  fo  late  an  hour  it  would  be  unpardonable  in  me  to 
"  follow  the  honourable  gentleman  through  the  vaft  range 
**  that  he  has  taken,  I  ihall  therefore  content  myfelf  with. 
<*  replying  to  the  only  points  that  can  at  all  afea  Mr. 
«  Hafti;        -        -       -  -      -  -^ 


tings  in  this  charge,  after  haying  faid  a  word  or 
**  upon  the  honourable  gentleman's  exordium. 

"  He  is  pleafed  to  fay,  Mr.  St.  John,  that  he  has.  been 
"  attacked  in  pamphlets  and  prints ; — this  is  rathe^  an  extra-  . 
**  ordinary  complaint  from  fo  great  .a  pamphlet  writer  as  the 
'^  honourable  gentleman  has  been.    TVwb  iifex^xvcfc  between 
iim  and  me  is^  that  I  bave  gQnetalil^  {i^Yv^^m-^  ivkcsrxa 
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^f  what  I  have  written  ;  but  I  do  affure  him,  that  if  there  Is 
.  <*  any  anctnymous  publication  that  the  honourable  gentle* 
**  man  will  ftate  as  offenfive  to  him,  I  will  very  readiljr 
**.  avow  myfelf  to  be  the  author  of  it,  provided  it  is  one  ttiac 
«<  I  have  written, 

**  The  honourable  gentleman  has  told  you,  and  truly; 
**  that  very  Toon  after  my  arrival  in  England,  I  applied  to 
^<  him  to  know  if  he  had  written  a  certain  pamphlet,  and  that 
**  he  told  me.  he  did  write  it :  but  .does  the  hoijourable  gen- 
**  ,tleman  mean,  by  relating  this  anecdote,  to  imprefs  an  opi- 
*'  nion  upon  the  minds  of  gentlemen  in  this  Houfe,  that  he 
**  wrote  no  other  pamphlet  fince  that  time?  [Here  Mr.  Fran- 
^*  cis  ihook  his  head.]  If  the  honourable  gfentleman  does 
^^  not  mean  this,  I  know  not  for  what  purpofe  he  mentioned 
^*  the  circumftaiice ;  but  I  aflBrm,  upon  full  convidion, 
*'  that  he  has  written  three  pamphlets  in  the  courfe  of  thi? 
•*  and  the  laft  year,  all  fmce  this  inauiry  commenced ;  the 
«*  firft,  "  Obfervations  on  Mr.  Haftings'  Narrative;"  the 
**  fecond,  **  Obfervations  on  his  letter  relative  to  prefents  ;* 
^^  and  the  laft,  **  Obfervations  on  his  defence ;"  upon  all  of 
f  which  I  have  ftated  my  opinion  in  very  plain  terms ;  and 
f *  I  was  laft  year  authorifed  to  ftate  the  opinion  of  a  noble 
^*  Earl,  to  whom  one  of  thofe  pamphlets  was  fent  under  a 
**  blank  cover,  upon  the  fcandalous  indecency  of  fuch  a  pro- 
<«  ceeding,  pending  fuch  an.  inquiry;  yet  the  honourable  gen - 
*'  tleman,  who  aftually  began  this  fyftem  of  pamphlet  wri- 
**  ting  before  I  had  put  pen  to  paper,  and  has  continued  it 
<«  ever  fince,  complains  of  the  injury  that  he  has  fuftained 
<^  by  anonymous  publications. 

**  The  honourable  gentleman  has,  this  night,  as  ufual^ 
**  been  very  fevere  upon  the  Court  of  Direftors,  though  not 
5*  one  gentleman  of  that  body  was  prefent  at  the  time.  He 
"  fays  they  fliut  their  doors  againft  him  on  his  return  to 
i«  England;  but,  Mr.  St.  John,  they  opened  their  purfo 
5'  firings  to  him  before  he  went  out.  They  advanced  him  a 
*^  fum  of  money  to  enable  him  to  go  out,  which  is  a  (ingle 
5«  inftance  of  indulgence  to  a  fervant  of  his  rank;  and  furely 
**  it  would  be  but  fair  to  fet  the  one  againft  the  other,  and 
f  <  then  it  would  appear  that  he  is  under  very  great  obligations 
**  to  the  Court  of  Direftors.  I  ftiall  now  proceed  to  the 
<*  charge.  It  is  with  the  utmoft  aftonifhment  that  I  fee  it 
<<  ftated  in  the  charge,  and  heard  it  dwelt  upon  by  the  ho- 
<*  nourable  gentleman,  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  let  up  the 
f*  whole  Nobility,  &c.  to  public  audion,  and  that  he  had 
**  deprived  the  Zemindars  of  their  eftates.  Sir,  I  afiirm, 
f^  that  there  is  not  a  fliadow  of  foundation  for  this  charge^ 
•*  and  the  honourable  gentleman  knows  it.  Mr.  Haftings 
f*  Jid,  by  the  orders  of  the  Court  of  DiTeO-ots  iVviow^owX- 
i^  Bengaf,  what  hsi4  always  been  done  X\\ro\3Lg):vQ>ait  t\ve  ^^o- 
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^*  vincc  of  Burdwan,  and  the  twenty-four  Pergunnahs,  from 
^<  the  time  we  acquired  them.  He  let  the  lands  to  the  highefl: 
«  bidder. 

<'  I  fhould  be  very  glad  to  a(k  the  honourable  gentleman 

**  if  Mahomed  Riza  Khan  and  the  Refident  at  the  Durbar 

**  did  not  always  do  the  fame  thing  apnually  at  the  Puna  i 

^*  If  the  Zemindar  of  a  diftrift  did  not  offer  what  was  deem- 

*^  ed  a  fair  price  by  Government,  the  land  was  regularly 

«  givQC  in  farm,  and  the  Zemindar  received  his  moihainiy 

**  or    per  centage  upon   the  amount  of  the  jumma*     The 

^*  praflice  has  been  conftant ;  the  Company  themfelves  r&- 

**  commended  the  farming  fyftem ;  and  why  ?  Becaufe  they 

^^  knew  the  flourilhing  Hate  of  Burdwan,  where?  the  lands 

**  had  always  teen   let  in   farm,  and  a  very  great  part  of 

^*  them  to  Calcutta  Banyans ;  and   every  gentleman  who 

^^  knows  any   thing  of   India  muft  know,  that  Burdwan> 

*^  from  1765  to  1772,  \^s  a  garden  when  compared  toeve- 

•'  ry  other  part  of  Bengal.     The  honourable  gentleman  &yS| 

**  the  lands  were  let  too  high  by  the  Committee  of  Ciiruit. 

**  I  allow  it;  but  will  Re  confider  for  a  moment  what  was 

*^  ^he  ftate  of  public  aiTairs  at  the  time.     The  Government 

**  here  had  compelled  the  Dire6tors  to  pay  the  State  four 

**  hundred  thoufand  pounds  annually  ;  the  Proprietors  infift-^ 

<^  ed  upon  a  dividend  of  twelve  per  cent,  and  Lord  Clive 

*'  had  rated  the  revenues  of  Bengal  higher,   and  their  expen- 

**  ces  lower  thdn  they  turned  out.     All  thefe  events  were 

^*  jTior  to  Mr.  Haftings'  return  to  Bengal.     He  was  inftruA*- 

**  (..d  to  increafe  the  revenues,  and  to  diminifli  the  expenCes " 

*^  as  much  as  pofTible ;  and  it  was  his  plan  to  raife  as  great  a 

*^  revenue  from  the  country  as  he  could,  without  injuftice. 

*^  Will  you   blame  him  for  this  r  I  will  not  follow  the  ho-. 

^*  nounble  gentleman  through  his  detail,  fince  I  anil  fure  the 

**  Committee  wilLneither  underftand  him  nor  me;  but  they 

*^  will   underftand  this,   which  I  affirm  from  evidence  upon 

*'  your  table  to  be  a  facS!:,  that  after  all  the  remiffions  upon 

**  the  five  years  fettlement,  and  after  deducing  all  the  balan- 

^*  ces  alfo,  the  aftual  neat  colledlions  into  the  treafury  (and  . 

*^  all  other  ftatements  muft  perplex  andmiflead)  wereconfi- 

<*  derably  more  than  they  have  been  for  any  five  years  finoe 

*'  that  period,  and  this  is  the  only  criterion  to  prove,  that, 

*^  after  all  that  has  been  faid,  the  fettlement  was  a  very 

<*  good  one. 

"  With  refpeft  to  the  farms  held  by  Canto  Babboo,  I  at 
"  firm  that  the  honourable  gentleman  has  attempted  very 
*'  grofsly  to  miflead  the  Committee-  He  knows  himfelf  that 
*'  Canto  poffefled  many  confiderable  talooks  or  eftates,  long 
"  before  Mr.  Haftings'  return  to  Bengal,  and  that  he  was  al- 
**  fo  a  confiderable  farmer;  his  talooks  ;it\4  f^ixrcv^  ^tj\ouuting 
'^  to  fixty  thoufand  x>ounds  a  ^eai*    He  ^ot, \\i€\ABH^  wa 
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*•  in  addition^  becaufe  it  was  contiguous  to  his  other  farms; 
*^.  but  npt  as  a  matter  of  favour,  but  becaufe  he  was  the  high- 
**  eft  bidder;  and  it  is  remarkable  that  this  man  has.paid  up 
««  eyery  rupee  of  his  balances  5  whereas  the  Bengal  balances 
^*  of  thd  five  years  fettlements  amounted  to  54  lacks. of  ru- 
**  pees.  His  remiiEons  were  lefs  confiderable  than  the  ave- 
**  ragfe  to  others  ^  and  as  for  his  inveftment  contradl,  he 
"  was  in  poiTeflion  of  it  before  Mr.  Haflihgs*  return  toBen- 
*'  gal,  ijeing  in  fadl  a  man  of  confiderable  connexions,  and  of 
<«  very  extenfive  dealings  as  a  merchant  and  a  farmer,  evert 
"  before  Sir  Francis  Sykes,  to  whom  he  was  Banyan,  had 
«^  left  India. 

"  With  regardto.the  farms  of  Biflenpore  and  Pacht,  thefaft 
"  is  certain  that  they  were  not  let  to  him,  but  to  a  fer^nt  of 
"  iiis,  by  Mr.  Batwell  artd  the  Council  of  Calcutta,  in 
**  Mr.  Haftings*  abfence,  and  without  his  knowledge ;  and 
**  Canto  Babboo  folemnly  declared  afterwards,  that  he  was 
*^  notTiimfelf  privy  to  the  affair  till  it  was  concluded;  whe- 
**  ther  he  was  or  not,  cannot  be  of  the  fmdileil  confequence 
<*  to  Mr.  Haftlngs. 

*^  The  third  aS  of  favour,  ftat^d  to  have  been  ftiewn  by 
*'  Mr.  Haftings  to  Canto  Babboo,  is  of  fo  fingular  a  na- 
«  ture,  that  I  cannot  but  exprefs  my  aftonilhment  at  the  ho- 
*^  nourable  gentleman's  attempting  to  miilead  the  Houfe,  and 
f^  in  diredk  contradiction  to  a  record  moved  for  by  himfelf^ 
*'  and  of  a  bufmefs  too  in  which  he  himfelf  was  a  party. 

*<  In  the  month  of  July  1779,  Canto  Babboo  applied  for  a  fun- 
**  nud  for  the  Zemindar y  of  Bahurbund,  being  an  inftrument 
*'  neceflary  to  the  completion  of  a  grant,  which  he  had  acqui- 
**  red  before  Mr.  Haftings  arrived  in  Bengal :  he  alfo  claim- 
**  edthe  moftiaira,  or  percentage,  as  Zemindar,  ftatinghisright 
"  to  it.  He  alfo  ftated  what  had  been  the  acSual  colledlions 
**  from  Zemindary,  and  his  account  was  fully  confirmed  by 
**  the  examination  of  Mr.  Purling  before  the  Supreme  Coun- 
V  cil,  and  by  tlie  authentic  revenue  record,  called  the  Jum- 
<*4na  Waflel  Baky,  which  muft  be  cori*e£t,  and  is  confirmed 
*'  by  the  Secretary,  who  fays  that  it  is  accurately  ftated. 

"  Upon  this  evidence  the  Zemindary^  is  granted,  and  the 

**  only  difference  between  Mr.  Haftings  and  Mr.  Francis 

"  was,  that  the  fonner  was  for  allowing  the  mofhaira,  or 

"  centage,  upon  the  jumma,  and  Mr.  Francis  was  for  not 

'"  allowing  it,  and  it  was  not  allowed ;  fo  that  in  fa6l  Can- 

"  to  B^Obboo  paid  for  his- Zemindary  higher  than  the  high- 

**  eft  of  all  the  preceding  colle6lions.     This  is  the  evidenc© 

'**  before  the  Houfe,  confirmed  by  Mr.  Purling,  confirmed 

"  by  the  revenue  Secretary  who  examined  the  record;  yet 

"  the  honourable  gentleman,  paffing  by  thcfe  proofs  that  he 

•*  had  himfelf  ipovcd  for,  fays,  you  have  it  lu  ^n  v^i^w:^^  ^^cviX 

Vol.  XXIh  Q^  ^^  xXvtw 


r4  PARLIAMENTARY        A.  1787. 

*^  three  or  four  years  after  Canto  Babboo  wanted  to  raife 
«  thirty  thoufand  pounds  a  year  from  a  Zemindary,  for 
"  which  we  only  paid  ten  thoufand,  and  this  is  to  be  oppo>' 
<^  fed  to  the  moft  full  and  complete  evidence  that  could  be 
**  brought  forward.  Mr.  Haftings  did  not  give  the  Zerain- 
**  dary  to  Canto  Babboo;  he  merely  paflfed  the  funnud 
<*  through  the  public  office  to  complete  a  grant,  which  the" 
**  man  poflejOTed  before  his  return  to  India ;  yet  the  honour-' 
**  able  gentleman  would  have  this  Houfe  believe  that  Mr." 
*'  Haftings  had  given  his  Banyan  twenty  thoufand  pounds' 
"  a  year,  an  affertion  for  which  there  is  not  a  fhadowof 
"  foundation." 

The  honourable  gentleman  has  faid  much  of  the  rights  of  ^ 
Zemindars,  and  here  he  differs  from  every  authority  that  P 
have  feen.  Let  him  look  into  the  Reports  of  the  Commit-  . 
tee  of  Secrecy  of  1773,  '^^  ^'^^  there  fee  that  Mr.  Becker, 
Mr.  Alexander,  and  Mr.  Verelft,  three  very  old  fervants  of 
the  Company,  were  of  a  different  opinion.  The  following 
are  the  words  of  the  Committee,  from  all  the  informatloa 
**  they  could  obtain  : 

"  Your  Committee  find,  that  all  the  lands  of  the  provin- 
*^  ces  are  confidered  as  belonging  to  the  Crown,  or  Sove-* 
^  reign  of  the  country,  except  fuch  as  are  for  religious  or 
**  charitable  purpofes.  Rents  are  paid  ii;i  fuch  proportions' 
<*  as  is  fettled  annually  by  the  Dewan  with  the  feveral  Zemii:i- 
**  dars,  farmers,  or  Colleftors,  who  rent  or  hold  fuch  lands.' 

"  The  revenues  are  colledied  by  having  them  fet  either  to 
"  the  Rajas  or  Zemindars,  who  are  confidered  as  h.aving  a 
**  fort  of  hereditary  right,  or  at  leafl  a  right  of  prefereoce  to* 
"  the  leafe  of  the  revenues  to  which  they  belong,  or  to  other' 
*'  farmers,  under  the  name  ©f  Izodars,  and  other  appella- 
<«  tions." 

The  Committee  goes  on,  Sir,  to  flate,  what  I  have  before' 
faid,  "  that  if  Government  cannot  get  a  Zemindar  to  come 
**  to  their  terms,  the  lands  are  let  to  a  farmer,  and  this  has 
*^  been  the  conflant  practice  of  the  country. 

"  I  now  come  to  the  abolition  of  the  Provincial  Coun- 
**  cils,  paffing  by  all  the  intermediate  events.  Provincial 
^  Councils  have  been  univerfally  condemned.  The  honpiir- 
**  able,  gentleman  condemned  them  as  ftrongly  as  any  man* 
"  Mr.  Haflings,  when  he  eftablifhed  them  in  1773,  ^^  '"*" 
**  ther  when  his  Council  did  fo,  declared  that  they  were  to 
*^  be  temporary ;  but  when  the  new  Government  took  plaCe^^ 
**  compofed  of  gentlement  ignorant  of  the  language,  and' 
«  cufloms  of  the  country,  Mr.  Haftings  thought  it  the  beft' 
•*  eftablilhment.  When  a  change  had  tajcen  place  again,' 
"  and  when  the  revenues  were  generally  declining  through^* 
''  out  the  country,   Mr,  Haftm^^   ti&^bWftv^i  vWvni^  anf 
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^  formed   a  Committee  of  Revenue  nearly  on  his  phin   of 
•**  1773.     And,  Mr.  St.  John,  as  this  feems  to  be  the  time 
**  for  every  man  to  give  his  opinion  as  to  the  beft  mode  of 
*'  coUedling  the  levenues,  I   will  run  the  hazard  of  being 
•   **  taxed  with  prefumption,   and  will   venture  to  give  you 
*^  mine,  though  it  is  in  diredl  oppofition  to  the  opinions  of 
**  Lord  Clive  and  Mr.  Hattings,  who  both  thought  that  no 
**  Europeans  ftiould  be  employed  in  the  interior  parts  of  the 
*^  country.     I  think  the  eftablifliment  of  the  Committee  of 
'^  Revenue  was  a  moft  wife  and  falutary  meafure,  and  has 
*^  been  attended  with  infinite  advantages;  but  I  think,  that 
"  inftead  of  recalling  all  the  Colledlors,  there  fhouid  be  one 
^*'  to  every  diftrift,  producing  ten   lacks  a  year,  and  that 
**  thefe  gentlemen  fhouid  have  a  percentage  on  their  collec- 
**  tions,  fufficient  to  fupport  them,  and  to  afford  a  profpeft 
**  of  a  return  to  England  in  the  courfe  of  twenty  years,  with 
•*  a   proper  competency.     To  every  thing  of  this  kind  that 
**  the  honourable  gentleman  has  faid,  I  fully  fubfcribe ;  but 
■"  he  knows  it  is  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Hallings,  and  that  where 
"  he  could,  he  carried  that  opinion  with  great  fuccefs  and 
**  praftice ;  for  inftance,  the  Committee  of  Revenue  and  the 
**  Salt-office.    I  affure  the  honourable  gentleman  that  I  have 
**  the  higheft  opinion  of  the  integrity,  as  well  as  ability  of 
**  the  civil  fervants  of  Bengal.     1  know  it  is  their  wifli  to  fe^ 
**  all  undilie  emoluments  abolifhed ;  but  he  knows,  and  we 
**  all  know,  that  in  the  cafe  of  the  late  Provincial  Councils, 
^*  wh^n  the  falaries  were  barely  fufficient  to  maintain  them, 
•**  there  were  fome  emoluments  that  have  never  yet  been  ex- 
"  plained.     Without  faying  or  infmuating  any  thing  invidi- 
**  ous,  I  affirm  that  the  dedline  of  the  revenues  was  a  fuffi- 
•*  cient  ground  for  abolifhing  the  Provincial  Councils;  and 
**  the  aftual  increafe  of  neat  receipts  fince  that  meafure  took 
**  place,  proves  the  wifdom  and  the  propriety  of  it.     The 
**  honourable  gentleman  has  moft  unfairly  indeed  come  to 
"  iflue  with  Mr.  Haftings  in  this  point  of  increafe.     H^ 
**  ta|^es  the  average  neat  receipts  of  the  laft  nine  years,  and 
^*  proves  from  that,  that  there  has  been  a  decreafe ;  but  is 
*^  that  the  mode  to  ftate  it  ?     He  takes  in  the  five  years  fet- 
**  tiement  of  the  Committee  of  Circuit,  which  he  has  re- 
**  probated,  becaufe  it  was  beyond  the  ability  of  the  coun- 
**  try,  and  then  attempts  to  prove  that  the  revenues  are  now 
■♦*  falling  off;  but  if  he  will  take  the  three  laft  years-of  the 
•**  Provincial  Councils,  which  is  the  true  way  to  reafon,  he 
**  will  find  there  is  a  confiderable  increafe  of  the  landed  re- 
**  venue,,  independent  of  above  half  a  million  fterling  a  year 
**  from  fait,  and  this  is  the  only  ground  uppa  which  a  can- 
<^  did  man  cw  {late  ix. 
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^  The  honourable  gentleman,  after  condemning  the  Cora? 
f^  mittee^  has  faid  that  it  is  now  abolifhed.  Whbre  did  he 
."  heair  this  ?  I  deny  the  facft.  I  affirm  that  all  Mn  Haf- 
,^^  tings^  regulations  are  at  this  inflant  in  force,  as  he  wiM 
>* « (ee  by  the  laft  revenue  letters  from  Bengal,  now  ia  my 
;**  hand.  It  is  true  that  a  member  of  the  Board  is  now  the 
**  Prefident,  but  that  is  the  only  alteration ;  and  the  Gover- 
.^*  nor  General  and  Council  write,  that  they  h^ve  giveA 
^  them  for  their  inftrucaion  the  regulations  of  Febraary 
f^  1781,  that  is,  precifely  the  regulations  which  were  dpiwH 
*^  up  by  Mr.  Haftings. 

,.  *^  The  honourable  gentleman  had  talked  about  the  fettle? 
'^  ment  of  Bahar,  and  the  heavy  balances  that  have  accrued, 
<*  meaning  to  infinuate  that  the  farming  of  that  province 
"  was  a  corrupt  tranfaftion  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Haftings. 
f^  Here  again  I  can  fortunately  convidl  him  of  mifreprefen- 
.<*  tation,  by  papers  moved  for  by  himfelf,  and  now  before 
^*  the  Houfe;  for  it  appears  that  in  the  three  fucceeding , 
"  years  the  fettlement  of  the  Provincial  Councils,  more  m<h 
**  ney  was  coU.ef^ed  in  each  year  than  under  their  manage** 
f^  ment,  notwithftandihg  the  heavy  balances,  and  that  the 
^^  Company  ih  the  three  years  fettlement  have  received  above 
**  two  hundred  thoufand  pounds  more  than  they  WQUl4  b^^ 
>*  done,  had  the  Provincial  Council  continued. 

"  After  all,  Mr.  St.  John,  what  are  we  contending  aboul^ 
.*f  whether  it  is  better  or  not  to  have  Collcftors  in  the  pro- 
}^  vinces?  Nobody  doubts  the  propriety  of  abolifhing  the 
**  Provincial  Councils,  or  the  wifdom  of  eftablilhing  a  Com- 
*^  mittge  of  Revepue ;  but  the  doubt  is,  whether  the  reve- 
"  nues  can  be  beft  adminiftered  in  the  diftrifls  with  or 
*^  without  ColIeSors  ?  I  may  be  very  wrong  in  prefuming 
f*  to  offer  an  opinion  in  this  queftion,  in  oppofition  to  Loiii 
f^  Clive^or  Mr.  Haftings;  but  admitting  I  am  righf,  (halH 
5'  vote  to  impeach  Mr.  Haftings  becaufe  we  differ  in  opinion, 
."  where  his  knowledge  muft  be  fo  fuperior  to  my  own?  I 
."  have  as  good  a  right  to  offer  an  opinion  upon  this  fubjieSt  as 
f^  tl>e  honourable  gentjeman,  becaufe,  though  no  Perfian,  I 
.f^  can  fpeak  the  language  to  the  natives,  which  he  could  r^ 
«  do. 

*^  The  honourable  gentleman  has  faid  that  Mr.  Shore  was 
^'  difgufted,  and  quitted  the  Committee,  leaving  the  n^anago- 
f^  ment  of  the  revenues  to  Mr.  Crofts,  or,  in  other  wordi^ 
*'  to  Gunga  Govend  Sing.  I  deny  the  faifl  moft  confident'* 
f«  ly.  After  Mr.  Anderfon  had  left  Calcutta,  Mr.^Shote 
f'  and  Mr.  Haftings  entirely  managed  the  revenues,  and  wiA 
^*  what  fuccefs  I  have  proved  from  authentic  documents.  Ai 
f*  to  Gunga  Govend  Sjng,  I  know  nothing  of  him  myfelf,  bat 
'?^  J  have  heard  in  Bengal  that  he  "was  2l  ^ei-^  cVcs^x  feWo^  \wi 


A.  i78y.  DEBATES.  i 

f^  I  have  heard  he  was  a  very  great  rafcal.  I  cannot,  Kowt 
•*  ever,  help  being  ft  ruck  by  two  circumftances  which 
f*  are  greatly  in  his  favour,  the  one  is,  that  at  a  iblemn  trial 
IF*  before  Sir  Robert  Chambers  and  the  Judges,  Gunga  Go- 
I*  vend  Sing  efFedlually  cleared  himfelf  from  a  charge 
*'  brought  againft  him,  and  brought  his  enemies  to  fliame. 
f^  The  other,  that  though  Mr.  William  Cowper,  the>late 
f  *  Prefident  qf  the  Committee,  is  known  to  have  been  on 
.^*  very  bad  terms  with  Mr.  Haftings,  he  aflually  defended 
f^  this  man,  looking  upon  him  as  an  injured  man;  and  what 
f^  is  ftill  more  extiaordinary,  though  Mr.  Stables  was  ap- 
^*  pointed  Prefident  of  that  Committee,  Gunga  Govend  Sing. 
f*  iiill  continues  the  Dewan,  and  poflefles  that  office,  as  far  as 
f  *  I  know,  to  this  yery  hour ;  yet  no  one  will  fay  that  he  has 
*'  been  prptedled  finpe  Mr.  Haftings'  departure,  and  there- 
f^  fore  I  pay  little  attention  to  any  reports  to  his  difcredit. 
f*  So  far  from  protcfting  Gunga  Govend  Sing,  I  can  aflure 
^*  the  honourable  gentleman  that  Mr.  Haftings,  Mr.  An- 
f  derfon,  and  Mr.  Shore,  bad  at  one  time  determined  to  re- 
f'  move  him,  but  they  could  not  meet  with  another  man  un- 
f*  der  all  the- circumftances  foaWe  to  fucceed  him.. 

^*  The  honourable  gentleman  has  told  us,  Mr.  St.  Jolin, 
*'  that  the  revenues  of  Bengal  are  rapidly  declining,  and  the 
f^  country  in  a  dreadful  ftate.  I  will  not  believe  him.  I 
**  have  authentic  evidence  of  the  contrary  in  my  hand ;  the 
f*  laft  revenue  letter  froni  Bengal,  which  itates  in  the  plaineft 
5*  terms  the  dipeft  reverfe.  But  as  the  honourable  gentle- 
f*  m^n  is  a  member  of  the  Secret  Committee,  and  has  accefs 
f*  to  all  fecret  papers,  I  am  unwilling,  as  a  proprietor  of  lu- 
**  dia  ftock,  that  an  ^lsivm  fhould  go  forth ;  I  therefore  refer 
f*  the  Committee  to  that  letter  which  ftates,  that  all  the  ba- 
f*  lances  upon  the  laft  year's  colledlions  amount  only  to 
*^  eight  la.cks,  eighty-fix  thoufand  rupees,  of  which  the 
f'  Board  deem  nearly  fix  recoverable,  and  they  add,  "  that 
f  fo  near  a  completion  of  the  colleftion  of  the  annual  ren- 
<<  tal  \\2S  pot  been  the  effeft  of  any  ftrain  upon  the  country 
^*  at  large,  or  op  any  part  thereof,  which  is,  we  are  convinced, 
J*  well  enough  able  to  bear  its  prefent  afleflments." 

"  Let  this  fpeak  for  the  wifdom  of  Mr.  Haftings'  fyftem* 
^*  Ifhail  not  trouble  the  Committee  with  any  farther  re- 
"  marks  upon  the  charge,  which  ftates  matter  of  opinion  in 
5*  general,  and  not  matter  of  criminality." 

Mr.  Ffanch  defended  his  former  argument,  and  affirmed,  MnFr* 

that  he  had  not  uttered  a  fyllable  which  he  could  not  jub- 

ilantiate  by  proof:  with  regard  to  the  money  taken  from 

JCelleram  and  Cullian  Sing  by  way  of  Peflicufti,  Mr.  Haf- 

.  tings  had  no  right  whatever  to  keep  it  to  U\tiv(^\£)  \»^9.^\x^^ 

:|t  was  p)e  property  of  the  Company. 
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h.  Chan-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  expreffed  himfelf  rejoiced  to  di(cover 
llor  Pitt,  that  all  his  necefiary  obfer  vat  ions  upon  the  lubjefl  would  lie 
within  fo  limited  a  compafs  as  not  to  require  bim  to  take 
up  much  of  the  time  of  the  Committee;  and  in  £iA,  ht 
flionld  only  call  their  attention  to  one  particular  point,  upon 
which  alone  he  thought  they  could  with  any 'degree  of- pro- 
priety concur  with  the  honourable  gentleman  in  the  motion 
which  he  had  made ;  nor  did  he  think,  that  even  on  that 
point  the  Houfe  would  aft  confidently  in  voting  the  prefeiit 
charge,  becaufe  it  was  included  in  another  charge,  to  which 
the  Houfe  had  already  aflented. — This  circumftance  was  the 
faft  of  Mr.  Haftings*  having  received  prefent-s  from  Kelle- 
ram  and  Cullian  Sing  on  the  fettlement  made  with  the  Ze- 
mindars, farmers,  and  colleftors  in  1781.  The  Houfe  there- 
fore having  voted  a  fpecific  article  on  that  head,  he  fliould 
by  no  means  vote  another  merely  on  the  fame  ground,  and 
he  was  perfcdbly  fatisfied  that  there  was  no  other  founda- 
tion for  a  criminal  charge  againft  Mr.  Haftings  in  the  ar- 
ticle whicli  the  honourable  gentleman  had  opened,  except 
that  which  he  had  now  ftated — the  accepting  of  prefents* 
Still,  if  it  could  be  made  appear  that  the  charge,  as  it. 
flood,  would  tend  to  thiow  any  frefli  or  necefllary  light 
upon  the  receipt  of  the  prefents — would  e(labli/Ii  it  more 
ftrongly  in  point  of  facl,  or  elucidate  and  prove  the  guih  of 
the  tranfaftion  more  forcibly — he  ftiould  then  be  ready  and 
willing  to  give  the  motion  his  hearty  fupport.  As  to  the 
other  matters  contained  in  the  cliarge,  and  ftated  by  the 
honourable  gentleman,  he  either  looked  upon  them  as  hot 
criminal,  or,  if  criminal,  as  not  fuflEciently  proved,  or  capa- 
ble  of  being  fubftantiated  at  the  bar  of  the  other  houfe*  He 
fliould  go  through  them  all  in  the  order  in  which  they 
had  been  introduced  by  the  honourable  gentleman ;  and 
without  entering  into  a  detail  of  the  feveral  points  upon 
which'  he  fhould  have  occafion  to  touch,  he  would,  as 
briefly  as  poflSble,  ftate  his  reafons  for  not  confidering  any 
of  the  fafts  charged  in  the  article  before  the  Committed 
as  of  a  nature  to  juftify  that  Houfe  in  taking  them  info  ^ 
the  articles  of  impeachment,  which  might  ultimately  be  rS*' 
folved  upon. 

Mr.  Pitt  now  difcufled  the  nature  of  the  charge,  advert* 
ing  to  each  feparate  article  on  which  Mr.  Francis  lufl 
grounded  his  argument  with  refpeft  to  the  corrupt  or  inflh 
provident  management  of  the  revenues  of  Indis^  and  thi 
oppreffion  which  had  been  imputed  to  Mr.  Haftings  in  tUe  ; 
execution  of  that  part  of  his  oflSce,  In  the  firft  place  &e 
faid,  that  although  he  agreed  with  the  honourable  gentlof 
man  in  mo&  of  his  general  principles  on  the  fubjeft  of  tlie 
tenures  of  the  Zemindars,  y^X,  \it  Vv  v^o  tDfc^twi  ^^«oucld 
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with  him  in  his  opinion  ;  that  however  reafonable  and  poli- 
tic they  might  appear,  they  were  fo  fully  and  clearly  efla- 
'blifhed  in  the  pradice  of  the  Hindoflan  governments,  as  to 
make  a  particular  departure  from  them  fo  highly  and  fo  evi- 
dently criminal,  as  to  juftify  that  Houfe  in  founding  upon 
it  an  article  of  impeachment.  However  permanent  the  te- 
nure, and  however  well  eftablifhed  the  hereditary  defcent 
of  Zemindaries  might  have  been  in  the  more  remote,  and 
perhaps  the  more  happy  periods  of  the  hiftory  of  Hindoflan  ; 
However  politic  it  might  be,  for  the  purpofe  of  population 
and  cultivation,  that  they  fhould  remain  in  this  predica- 
ihent,  yet  he  by  no  means  confidered  it  as  a  principle  ad- 
mitted and  recognized,  that  they  adually  were  fo  at  this 
day,  becaufe  they  had  in  faft  undergone  many  changes,  and 
fo  far  the  contrary  principle  was  in  fome  meafure  eftablifhed • 

■  —As  the  criminality  of  Mr.  Haftings'  condudl,  in  refpedt 
to  his  difpoffeffing  the  Zemindars,  turned  upon  a  queflion 
which  concerned  the  tenures  of  thofe  perfons,  and  as  that 
queftion  was  fubjeft  to  a  variety  of  opinions,  and  any  in- 
quiry into  the  fubjedk  would  probably  prove  tedious,  diffi- 
cult, and  uncertain  in  the  extreme;  nay,  as  it  might  be 
found .  abfolutely  endlefs  and  impra£licable,  he  thought  it 
by  no  means  a  judicious  proceeding  in  that  Houfe  to  fend 
up  fuch  matter;  which,  however  of  a  queflionable  nature. 
Was  not  yet  likely  to  add  to  the  weight,  or  to  contribute 
to  the  fuccefs  of  their  undertaking.  With  regard  to  the 
grants  of  farms  to  Canto  Babboo  (Mr.  Haftings'  Banyan) 
that  circumftance  had  furniflied  the  honourable  gentleman 
with  one  of  his  chief  topics  of  accufation  againft  Mr.  Haf- 
tings ;  but  it  by  no  means  appeared  to  him  in  a  criminal 
light :  he  highly  approved  of  the  orders  of  the  Diredors, 
that  no  Banyan  or  other  dependant  of  a  coUedlor  fhould  be 
appointed  to  a  farm — he  alfo  thought  that  the  fpirit  of  that 
regulation  extended  to  perfons    in  the  fituation  of  Canto 

.  Babboo,  though  certainly  the  letter  of  it  did  not  include 
him^  but^flill,  even  if  it   had  been  exprefsly  forbidden,  Mr. 

.  Haflirtgs  was  not  anfwerable  for  the  appointment,  becaufe 
he  had  been  in  the  fituation  of  a  farmer  of  revenues  before 
the  commencement  of  Mr.  Haftings'  government.  The  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  made  it  a  matter  of  charge  againft 
Mr.  Haflings,  that  fome  of  the  farms  were  of  a  larger  va- 
lue than  was  limited  by  the  order  of  the  Company  to  each 
farmer;  that  they  exceeded  one  lack  of  rupees.  But  on 
this  it  was  to  be  obferved,  that  although  the  general  order 
was  to  that  efiedl,  yet  a  certain  degree  of  difcretion  muft 

.  ^  be  left  to  the  government  of  India  on  account  of  the  diflS- 
cnlty  and  loft  which,  in  many  cafes,  it  appe^neA.'woxA^  ex- 
tend the  dividing  of^  Isolds.     Befides,   a  \ax\t\x4ft  v^-a^^  ^^* 
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prefsly  allowed  in  favour  of  perfons  of  refponfibility  ;  and, 
certainly  to  tlie  refponfibility  of  Canto  Babboo,  in  point  of 
.  pecuniary  confideration,  no  objedlion  could  be  made*  All- 
other  circumftance  attending  this  tranfatftion  had  been  de- 
fcribed  as  criminal ;  and  this  was  the  abatement  which,  after 
the  ftatement  of  two  years,  had  been  made  in  the  paymenti 
of  Canto  Babbooy  and  which  had  been  imputed  to  have  been 
done  with  a  corrupt  intention  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haftings^ 
ifervant :  but  he  confidered  that  circumftance  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent light;  for  it  appeared  that  the  abatement  had  bcert 
general  throughout  all  the  provinces,  and  it  amounted  td 
^,500,000  which  was  about  one  tenth  of  the  whole;  whereas 
the  abatement  of  Canto  Babboo  had  been  only  of  about  one 
twelfth  part,  fo  that  it  was  ipipoffible  to  difcover  any  thing 
like  corruption  or  unfair  partiality  in  the  tranfa£lion.  But 
at  all  events,  although  in  general  the  making  a  very  bene- 
ficial grant  to  a  confidential  fervant  might  be  confidered  as 
fufpicious,  yet  there  was  no  room  for  any  fuch  fufpicion  m 
the  prefent  cafe,  becaufe  the  grant  to  Canto  Babboo  was 
by  ho  means  a  beneficial  grants  on  the  contrary,  he  felt.it 
expedient  to  refign  it,  finding  it  not  fo  produftive  as  he 
was  entitled  to  expeft.  With  refpeft  to  the  grant  of  the 
Zemindary  of  Baharbund,  the  honourable  gentleman  behind 
;  him  (Major  Scott)  had  clearly  (hewn  that  it  was  not, to  be 

laid  to  Mr.  Hcilings'  charge  as  a  crime  ;  for  it  ^vas  evident 
that  the  patent  for  that  territory  had  been  granted  during 
Mr.  Haftings*  abfence;  and  it  appeared  that  Canto  Babboo* 
had  given  llie  higheft  rent  for  it  which  could  be  obtained  or' 
expedled,  and  that  at  a  fair  public  auftion. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  next  fpoke  of  the  va- 
rious changes  made  by  Mr.  Haftings  in  the  financial  fyftem; 
and  he  faid,  that  though  he  fhould  not  attempt  exprefsly  to 
vindicate  the  variable  and  inconfiftent  difpofition  whidi 
might  have  given  rife  to  the  introduflion  of  any  change!^- 
yet  he  muft  contend,  from  the  unfettled  ftate  of  thofe  ppy 
vinces  and  the  uncommon  difficulties  of  his  fituatipn  at  the 
time,  that  the  mere  fadl  of  changing  could  by  no  means. be 
looked  upon  as  a  crime,  unlels  there  were  circumflances  pf 
corrupt  and  unfair  motives  apparent.  '  The  honourable  gep- 
tleman  had  laid  much  blame  to  Mr.  Haftjngs  for  ceafing.  to 
proceed  at  law  againft  the  members  of  the  Committer  •£ 
Circuit,  as  he  had  been  ordered  by  the  Direftors;  but 'the 
circumftance  of  that  affair  would  fully  juftify  him*.  -Tbe 
Company's  advocate. general  (Sir  John  i)ay)  had  given  it  SS 
his  opinion,  that  it  was  a  matter  of  great  doubt^  ynhetiiff 
the  Company  would  be  able  to  recover  at  all,  and  if  it  d^ 
it  was  precarious,'  whether  any  thing  confiderable  coufd  4^ 
obtained  from  the  parties,  parUc\3\;M:\>}  ^^  xJk^^  ^"^vaci^  jff 
X  J** 
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foh  among  them  (Mn  Barwell)  was  out  of  the  jurifdidbion 
pf  the  court  of  Beilgal ;  and  furely  the  opinion  of  the  firft 
law  officer  of  the  government  was  fully  fufficient  to  war-     • 
rant  Mr.  Haftings'  conduft.     But,  exclufive  of  this  circum- 
flance,  it  was  alfo  to  be  obferved,  that  Mr.  Barwell  had  de- 
clared that  he  would  abide  by  the  judgement  of  the  Direc- 
tors themfelves,  and  whatever  they  thought  reafonable,  he 
"would  on  his  return  to  England  voluntarily  refund.    In  fuch 
circumftances  it  was  evidently  more  advifable  to  fufpend  the 
proceedings  in  India,  .and  leave  the  matter  to  a  lefs  uncer- 
tain and  tedious  ifTue.     As  to  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of 
Diredlors  on  the  fubjedl  of  the  deficiency  of  the  revenues, 
he  admitted,  that  comparing  the  laft  year  of  Mr.  Haftings' 
adminiftration  with  an  average  of  the  nine  years  preceding, 
was  by  no  means  a  fair  method,  as  had  been  fully  fhewn  by 
the  honourable  gentleman  (Major  Scott) ;  nor  was  the  na- 
ked faft  of  fuch  a  deficiency,  unlefs  it  could  be  proved  to 
proceed  from  adual  mifmanagement,  a  fufficient  ground  for 
_  a  criminal  profecution.     But  a  circumftance  had  fallen  from 
the  honourable  gentleman  which,  though  not  diredlly  a  part 
of  the  charge,  was  yet  of  the  higheft  importance,  and  re- 
quired an  immediate  anfwer ;  this  was,  his  flatement  that 
the  defalcaUon  in  the  revenues  of  Bengal  and  the  other  pro- 
vinces had  been  progreffive  and  increafing  fince  the  period 
of  Mr.  Haflings'  government.     To  this  ftatement  Jie  muft 
give  a  moft  decifive  contradi6lion ;  for  the  faft  was  dire6ily 
the  reverfe,  and  the  revenues  of  thofe  provinces  were  in  a 
xnpft  flourifhing  and  promifing  flate,  nor  could  he  conceive 
where  the  honourable  gentleman  could  have  found  docu- 
ments which  had  the.effedl  of  impoCng  upon  him  fo  grofsly 
ts  to  induce  him  to  venture  on  fo  unfounded  an  afierfion- 
He  confefied  that  he  fufpeflod  many  faults  had  been  com- 
mitted in  that  department,  which  he  apprehended  would  be 
found  highly  deferving  of  punifhment ;  but  upoti  the  whole, 
iiotwithuanding  fuch  faults,  our  revenues  in  India  wore  a 
■    xnoft  flattering  afpeft.  He  concluded  by  obferving,  that  not 
feeing  any  thing  criminal  in  tRe  charge,  except  in  that  part 
of  it  whith  mentioned  the  receipt  of  prefents,  he  could  not 
give~  his  aiTent  to  the  motion,  unlefs  it  fhould  be  explained 
to  him»  that  fome  part  of  the  charge  had  a  tendency  to  efta- 
bliih  and  elucidate  that  particular  mifdemeanor  in  a  better 
manner  than  could  be  done  without  it. 

Mr.  Fox  remarked,  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  Mr.  F«x 
when  arguing  upon  the  fubjedl  of  the  inpeachment  of  Mr. 
Haftinj^s,  and  had  been  fo  much  in  the  habit  of  agreeing  with 
him  of  late,'  that  he  would  not  fuppofe  that  any  b\it  t\\^ 

Jptureft  motive  could  induce  him  to  differ  at  aW.  m  o^^ivvotw 
^rom  his  honourstbk  friend  on  the  ffxbi^  oi  \\>ft  ^i^fex^V 
V0L.XXIL  JC  ^  c\x^x^^% 
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charge;  but  neverlhelefs  he  could  not  fupprcfs'his  extreipc 
aftonifhment   that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  fliould 
lay  out  of  the  fcnie  of  preponderating  criminality  that.mat- 
ter>  which   in   his  mind,    above  all  others,    weighed   moft 
againll  Mr,  Hailings :  tlie  having  at  once  feized  upon  all 
the  kinds,  tlie  undoubted  property  of  the  Zemindars,  dif- 
poflefled  them  of  their  antient  inheritance,    and   put  their 
pofleflions  up  to  autSiton.     Such  an  adtion  of  tyranny  was 
^inexampled,  he  would  venture  to  fay,  in  any  government, 
at  any  period,  under  any  circumftances.  So  broad,  fo  glaring, 
io  intolerable  an  aft  of  violence  flruck  him  with  fo  deep  an 
imprcfliori  from  the  firft  moment  that  he  heard  any  thing  of 
the  charge,  as  the  moft  cjiftinguifhiiig  feature,  as  that  fea- 
ture which  niuft  fJafli  conviction  upon  the  mind  of  every 
man  wholiad  a  fpark  of  humanity  in  his  breaft,  a  fingic 
ftcling  for  fuflcring  individuals,  tliat  he  had  all  along  con- 
ceived that  there  would  not  have  been  a  moment*s  hefitation 
in  any  one  member  of  the  Committee,  but  that  the  inftant 
the  fci£l  was  ftated,  the  common  feelings  of  all  who  heard 
it,  would  have  rifen  in  unifon,  and  that  they  ihould  have 
uiianimouily  voted,  that  the  charge  contained  matter  of  the 
deepeil  guiJt,  the  moft  atrocious  criminality.  The  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  faid,  his  honourable  friend   had  aj- 
fumed  tlie  fa£l,  that  a  Zemindar  wa,s  the  heritable  proprietor 
of  liis  lands.     Surely  his  honourable  friend  had  done  a  great 
ileal  more  than  aflume  it;  he  had  proved  it   to  the  general 
x:onvi6iion    of  the  Committee,    not    proved    it   by  fpecific 
pi'oof  indeed,    but  by  accompanying  his  ftatement  of.  the 
fa6l,  with  reafons  and  arguments  naturally  arifing  from  it; 
reafons  and  arguments  undeniable  in  themfelves,  and  fuch 
as   muft   imprefs  conviftion  that  the  Zemindar  was  the  un- 
doubted proprietor  of  his  lands,  and  not  a  mere  colledlorof 
the  revenue.     But  fo  ftrange  and  fo  obnoxions  to  condem- 
nation had  been  the  condudl  of  Mr.  Haftings  in  this' parti- 
cular, that,  even  granting  for  a  moment  that  it  was  legal  t# 
refume  the  lands  of  a  Zemindar,  and  put  them  up  to  auc- 
tion, ftill  he  fliould  contend,  that  the  refuming  all,tl\e  lands 
of  all  the  Zemindars  at  once,  and  putting  them  all  up  to 
audlion,  was  an  aft  of  fuch  unjuftifiable  violence,  fo  fhakne- 
ful  an  exercife  of  power,  fo  opprefTive  a  meafure,  th^t  the 
government  that  praflifed  it,  could  not  but  fall  into  dif- 
grace  in  the  eyes  of  all  mankind,  and  that  the  individual, 
be  his  rank  what  it  might,    his   ftation   ever  fo  eminent, 
would  in  any  country,  and  almoft  under  any  form  of  go- 
vernment, be  thought  deferving  of  condign  puniftimeitt*. .. 

Mr.  Fox  faid,  that  even  were  the  cold  excufe  of  its  faeinff 
legal  to  Tci\jtn\Q  the  lands  of  .a  ZetiVmA^is,  a^wlibat  a  Zemin- 
J:^r  n'*i6  no  i2ior«  than  an  ofEcer  0?  eoN^tv^m^wX^x^t^'s^V^'i^u . 
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Haftings,  of  all  men>  had  no  pretence  to  avail  himfelf  of  fuch 
a  plea,  fincehe  bad,  on  more  than  one  occafion,  declared,  in 

P  the  moft  exprefs  and  explicit  terms,  that  "he  entertained  .a 
contrary  opinion.  Mr.  Fox  read  part  of  a  public  letter  from 
Mr.  Haftings  to  the  Directors,  in  which  he,  in  dircdl  and 
unequivocal  language,  ftated  his  full  convidion,  *^  that 
*'  Zemindars  were  the  proprietors,  that  the,y  could  not  be 
^^  removed,  and  that  the  lands  were  their  eflates  and  their 
**  inheritaiicie."  He  declared  that  it  was  unneceflary  for  him 

•  to  fay  any  more  than  merely  to  take  notice  of  the  one  point 
to  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  agreed:  that  thc 
.  accepting  a  prefent  from  Kelleram  and  Cullian  Sing  was 
highly  criminal — He  coincided  fully  with  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  in  this  particular,  and  flated  his  reafons  for 
this  flmilarity  of  fentiment.  With  regard  to  the  relt  of  the 
fa£ls  alledged  in  the  charge,  he  agreed  witli  his  honourable 
friend  who  had  opened  it.  They  were  all  features  of  the- 
fame  countenance;  indexes  of  the  fame  mind.  And  if  it 
could  be  proved  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  changed  the  mode  of 
coUpftion  of  the  revenues  of  Bengal,  fo  many  times  within  To 
few  years,  without  any  corrupt  motive,  but  merely  through 
the  mutability  of  his  mind,  he  fhould  think  that  it  w^as  acJ'.t- 
ing  in  a  great  and  important  fituation  with  a  degree  of  levity 
highly  cenfureable,  and  that  it  ought  to  excite  the  indigna- 
tion of  that  Houfe.  Mr.  Fox  reforted  once  more  to  the 
general  coniifcation  pf  the  Zemindar's  j)roperty,  wliich  he 
again  held  up  as  an  inftance  of  the  blackeft  tyranny,  ;Mid  as 
oi?  itfelf  fufficient  not  only  to  juftify  that  Houfe  in  movinc^ 
an  impeachment,  but  to  render  it  a  matter  of  difgrace  to 
them  if  they  did  not  fupport  the  motion.  He  perfe6\ly 
'agreed  with  the  right  honourable  gentleman  that  it  was 
wrong  and  impolitic  to  load  a  proceeding  fo  ferious  as  a  par- 
liamentary profecution  with  light  or  frivoloijs  matter,  but 
he  could  not  agree  to  hold  an  a<ft  of  fuch  violence  in  that 

'   light.      Let   the  lai|r  therefore  be  with  Mr.  Haftings  or 

-  againft  him,  he  would  not  confent  to  conllder  the  turning 
.a  whole  and  diftinguifhed  race  of  people  adriit  as  a  nijerc 
v6nal  error  of  judgement. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  read  the  paragraph  from  the  letter  Mr.  Cha 
referred  to  by  Mr.  Fox,  which  appeared  to  be  a  letter  from  ^^ilorF'.i 
the  Governor  and  Council,  and  not  from  Mr.  Haftings  par- 
ticularly; and  he  contended  that  fo  far  from  the  Council 
recognizing  the  indefeafible  right  of  pofleflion  and  inhe- 
ritance of  the  Zemmdars,  that  every  letter  gave  an  ac- 
count of  fome  of  their  lands  having  been  aSually  fet  up' to 
audtion. 

M.  Boughton  Roufi  A/d,  that  as  he  had  been  vAn\cv\;y\\>j  \i^v, 
mulled  upon  by  the  iaoncurable  gentlem^in  w\iO  oi^^ut^i  vV  ^^-  ^"^^ 
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bate,  and  he  thought  the  queftion  relating  to  the  Zemindan 
had  been  rather  overcharged  in  order  to  enhance  the  crioii. 
nality  of  Mr.  Hoftings  ii)  letting  their  lands  to  farm,  he  did 
not  chufe  to  let  the  bufinefs  pafs  without  fubmiuing  his  opi-. 
nions  to  the  Committee.     As  to  the  Zemindars  of  Bengal,- he 
declared  that  he  then  was,  and  always  had  been^  a  ftrenuous 
advocate  for  them ;  that  he  thought  it  would  be  good  policy 
in  Great  Britain  to  confider  them  as  hereditary  landholders 
and  proprietors,  and  to  receive  the  revenues  of  Bengal  through 
their  agency,  as  the  mode  that  would  tend  moft  to  the  quiet 
and  happineis  of  the  natives,  and  profperity  of  the  country. 
But  with  regard  to  the  origin  of  the  Zemindars^  he  faid  be 
had  always  entertained  doubts,  which  he  had  upon  a  former 
occafion  communicated  to  the  honourable  gentleman  himfelf, 
whether  they  were  in  their  conftitution  hereditary,  although 
they  had  certainly  become  fo  by  the  ufage  of  Bengal ;*-t hat 
the  word  itfelf  (being  Perfian)  was  certainly  of  modern  intro-  ■ 
du£lion,  and  therefore  could  not  be  known  to  the  ancient ' 
law  books  of  the  Hindoos.     He  faid  there  was  an  official  ju- 
rifdiftion  vefted  in  the  Zemindars  by  royal  patent,  the  firft 
commencement  of  which  he  thought  might  be  within  a  hun- 
dred years.     This  Zemindary  he  conceived  to  have  been 
originally  inftituted  by  the  mogul  government,  for  fecuring 
the  revenue,  and  prefer ving 'the  policy  of  the  country;  ana 
to  have  been  conferred  at  the  free  will  of  the  prince,  or  fuper-. 
added  to  the  previous  right  of  pofleflion,  until,  by  fuccffive 
confirmations  in  the  fame  family,  it  has  grown  to  be  r^ard- 
cd  as  a  general  defcriptive  term  for  an  hereditary  tenure  of 
land.     He  had  always  confidered  tlie  letting  their  lands  to 
ftrangers  upon  a  Icafe  of  five  years  to  be  an  impolitic  and 
pernicious  meafure  in  flie  Bengal  admin  i  drat  ion.     Neyerthe* 
lefs,  he  could  not  fee  the  propriety  of  charging  Mr^  Haflingi 
with  grpfs  criminality  in  the  tranfa£tion,  unlefs  there  were 
circumftances  coupled  with  it,  that  could  fliew  him  to  have 
afled  from  corrupt  motives,     Mr.  Roufe  did  not  admit,  that  . 
the  revenue  of  a  Zemindar  could  ftridtly  be  flated  to  be  an 
unalterable  revenue;  and  agreed,  that  every  fovcreign  power 
xnuft  poflefs  the  right,  to  be  exercifed  or  not  as  policy  may 
'        direct,  of  afcertaining  the  adlual  value  of  the  land  within  its 
dominion,  and  determining  the  rate  of  revenue  which  it  fliall 
pajr  to  the  ftate.    What  was  now  the  ftandard  rate  of  that 
afleffment  in  Bengal,  or  whether  there  was  any  univerfal 
ilandard,  he  had  never  been  able  to  learn  eifher  from  books 
or  inquiry.    But  he  underftood,  that  in  the  province  of  Bahar 
the  known  and  edablifhcd  profit  or  claim  of  the  Zomindac 
was  to  one  tenth  only  of  the  produce.     Mr.  Haftings  and 
his  council  entertained  an  opinion,  that  government  hail  a   . 
right  to  the  full  produce  o£  iVie  Unds^  xi^otv  ^\\^^\\!kt  a  coai- 
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penfation  to  the  Zemindars,  and  opefily  a6led  upon  it*  His 
predecefTors  had  done  fo  before  him— the  diftrifts  of  Burdwan 
and  Kiftagar  had  been  let  in  farm,  and  meafures  had  been 
taken  to  afcertain  the  grofs  produce  of  all  the  lands  of  Bengal^ 
yet  no  charge  had  been  laid  againft  the  humanity  or  integrity 
of  Mr.  Verelft,  the  governor  who  authorized  tiiefe  proceed- 
ings. He  repeated  his  declaration,  that  he  thought  the  mea- 
fures purfued  by  the  committee  of  circuit  had  been  wrong  in 
principle,  and  fallacious  in  their  effedl ;  but  he  could  not  fee 
reafons  to  pronounce  Mr.  Haftings  criminal,  for  having  z£ted 
upon  this  or  that  fyftem,  in  a  matter,  upon  which  undoubt- 
edly two  opinions  prevailed.  Mr.  Haftings'  recal  of  the  pro- 
vincial councils  was  certainly  a  meafure  taken  without  au- 
thority; but  the  delegation  of  a  part  of  the  power  of  the  Go- 
vernor General  .and  Council  to  a  controlling  committee  at 
the  prefidency,  he  conceived  not  to  be  either  illegal  or  im- 
.  poliiic.  A  fimilar  plan  had  been  purfued  at  Madras,  by  Lord 
Macartney,  with  great  fuccefs,  and  much  to  the  honour  of 
the  gentlemen  employed  upon  that  duty;  and  in  his  opinion 
the  reduced  number  <^f  the  Supreme  Council,  and  multiplieii 
duties  of  their  office,  render  it  neceflary  to  continue  that  mode 
of  adminiftering  the  Bengal  revenues.  Upon  the  whole,  Mr, 
Roufe  was  againft  the  motion. 

Mr.  Burke  remarked,  that  he  had  heard  of  a  man  who  in-  Mr,  Ba 
tended  to  teach  the  art  of  memory,  andboafted  of  his  faculty 
to  a  Sage,  when  the  Sage  had  defired  him  to  try  to  toach  him 
the  art  of  oblivion:  After  what  he  had  heard,  fuch  an  ex- 
ercife  of  art  muft  operate  moft  efFedlually  upon  him,  before 
there  could  be  wiped  from  the  tablets  of  his  memory  thofe 
traces  of  information  refpe<El:ing  the  manners  and  cuftoms  of 
India,  which  he  had  drawn  from  the  fources  of  the  honoru- 
••  able  and  learned  gentleman,  learned,  undoubtedly  in  the  hif* 
tory  of  the  affairs  of  India,  who  had  fpoken  laft.  He  had 
lately,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee,  had  his  memory  re- 
frefhed  by  a  reference  to,  the  records  of  that  information, 
which  tlie  honourable  gentleman  had  communicated  to  th^ 
Sele6l  Committee,  of  which  he  had  then  the  honour  to  be 
a  member,  fo  much  to  their  advantage;  and  among  the  re- 
cords to  which  he  had  alluded,  there  was  to  be  found  a  very 
different  account  of  the  Zemindars,  from  that  juft  given  by 
the  honourable  gentleman.  Mr.  Burke  read,  from  one  of 
the  volumes  furnifhed  to  the  Houfe  by  th^  Committee,  the 
examination  and  aufwers  of  William  Boughton  Roufe, 
Efq.  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  nature  of  that  defcription  of  Hin- 
doos called  Zemindars.  After  accompanying  the  informa- 
tion whicTi  this  extradl  afforded  with  fome  compliments  to 
Mr.  Roufe,  as  an  authority  not  to  be  lightly  dlf^vxt^A^  -axvA. 
MS  'a  geBtJemqn  who  had  originally  eftab\ift\ei  t\v^  iioQuvcv^ 
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contended  for  in  the  prefent  moment*  Mr.  Burke  faid  that 
lie  Ihould  do  away  all  doubt  of  what  he  had  conceived  to  be 
the  corrupt  motives  of  Mr.  HaftingS,  and  then  read  an  al- 
legorical application  made  by  Mr.  George  .Bright,,  a  member 
of  Council,  to  Mr.  Haftings,  defiring  to  he  fent  down  to 
Rohilcund  or  any  other  place,  as  a  colle6lor  of  revenue,  Mr. 
Bright  d^jclared,  in  his  letter,  that  he  heard  there  was  much 
game  there,  that  he  was  a  great  lover  of  the  fport,  and  that 
as  he  knew  the  Governor  General  loved  ganfie,  and  would 
not  difcourage  his  poaching  as  he  knew  he  would  take  care  to 
give  as  good  an  account  of  it  as  any  black  fportfman  in  Hin- 
doftan.  The  meaning  of  the  allegory  (Mr.  Burke  remarked) 
was  grofsly  obvious,  and  it  followed  that  Mr.  Haftings  con- 
fidered  it  as  an  irifult,  and  difplaced  Mr.  Bright.  He  reafon- 
cd  upon  this  letter  and  its  confequences,  and  faid,  that  Upon 
the  iirft  hearing  of  the  tranfac&ion  a  common  man  would 
imagine  Mr.  Haftings  had  never  received  the  bribe,  which 
Mr.  Bright,  in  the  former  part  of  his  letter,  infinuated  that 
lie  had  taken;  but  the  fafl  was,  although  he  puniflied  Mr. 
Bright,  and  turned  him  out  to  wander  like  a  vagabond  on  the 
face  of  the  earth,  he  had  actually  accepted  the.  bribe  in 
queftion.  ' 

.BarwcU  Mr.  Barwell  obferved,  that  as  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Burke)  had  introduced  his  hame  in  the  courfc 
of  his  fpecch,  he  could  not  avoid  expreffing  an  earneft  deiite 
that  if  there  w^as  any  charge  againft  him  which  he  had  not. 
anfwered,  it  might  be  urged  ;  and  he  would  meet  the  accufa-i 
tion  in  that  Houfe,  or  any  where  elfe  in  the  moft  explicit 
ma^nnr^r.  Mr.  Barwell  fpoke  of  the  Zemindars,  and  their 
rank  and  eftimation  in  India  as  it  was  fettled  in  1757,  and  re- 
peated his  wifli  to  liear  of  what  he  was  ace u fed,  if  any  man  . 
had  an  allegation  to  urge  againft  him.  • 

.  Bcikc.  Mr.  Burke  anfwered,  that  he  did  not  meafi  to  bring  for- 
ward a  cliarge  againft  the  honourable  gentleman,  as  hiSj 
hands  were  fuiTiciently  full  already;  but  if  the  honourable 
gentlf^man  was  really  anxious  to  be  accufed,  he  would  when 
at  full  lelfure,  apply  himfelf  to  the  fubjefl,  for  if  he  were 
compelled  to  fpeak  the  truth,  he  muft  fay  that  he  did  not 
think  tlij  whole  of  the  honourable  gentleman's  condudl  un- 
obj  eel  ion  able,  while  the  honourable  gentleman  had  been  in 
India.  ,       " 

•.Barwell  Mr.  Barivdl  repeated  liis  defire,  that  if  any  gentleman  had 
ativ  thing  to  urge  againft  him,  he  would  publicly  ftate  it.  H« 
laid,  he  had  entered  into  no  contraft  with  the  government'of 
India  whatever.  Thofe  who  knew  India  better  than  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  did  not  confider  his  falt-farni 
as  contrn€teA  for  with  Goveriivsievit  e\Xi\ei  coxim^\.\^^  or  ia 
sny  feafc  objecftionably. 


K^ 
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At  length  the  queftion  was  put,  and  the  Houfe  divided. 
Ayes  71,  —  Noes  55. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday  20th  April. 

The  Majicrof  the  Rolls  moved  the  order  of  the'day  for  xhcMtftn 
the  recommitment  of  the  bill  to  prevent  vexatious  fuits  inofdicluU: 
theecclefiaftical  courts.    Lord  Newhaven  took  his  feat  at  the 
table,  when 

•  The  Mafter  of  the  Rools  propofed,  that  the  blank  for  the 
day  after  which  profec'utions  in  the  ecclefiaftical  courts  flioiild 
not  he  commenced,  be  filled  with  the  words  "  two  years.** 
Two  years  were  allowed  in  the  courts  of  common  law  for 
perfons  to  bring  their  aflions  in  cafes  of  flander,  and  he  faw 
no  reafon  why  the  fame  fliould  not  be  granted  to  profecutors 
for  defamation  in  the  ecclefiaftical  court. 

Mr.  Baftard  obferved,  that  if  it  were  poflible  for  him  to  gain  Mr.Baflard 
the  accompli fti men t  of  his  wifhes,  he  fliould  have  the  plea- 
fure  of  difcovering,  that  inftead  of  perfons  being  allowed  fix 
months  (as  the  blank  flood  filled  up  by  the  former  Com- 
mittee)  to   inftitute  their  profecutions   in  the  ecclefiaftical 
courts  for  defamation,  the  power  of  profecuting  in  that  court 
for  defematdon  would  fink  into  a  total  oblivion,  becaufe  no 
perfon  unjuftly  profecuted  in  that  court  could  obtain  any  re- 
medy.    Neither  was  there  any  punifliment:  for,   what  was 
doing  penance?  It  was  merely  going  to  church  in  a  mafque- 
rade'drefs,  which  not  one  in  ten  cared  at  all  a!)out.  In  the  ec- 
clefiaftical court  truth  was  changed  to  falfehood,  and  falfehood 
'  to  truth:  for  if  a  perfon  rightly  and  juftly  called  a  woman 
what  perhaps  flie  was,  that  perfon  was  to  do  penance,  if  he 
would  not  confent  to  tell  a  lye»  and  unfay  the  accufation  ;   if 
on  the  other  hand,  he  had  falfly  accufed  a  woman,  and  flie 
.  ought  to  have  the  recompenfe  of  putting  him  to  fhame,  he 
had  nothing  to  do  but  to  tell  the  truth,  fay  ftie  was  an  honefl: 
woman,  and  efcape  difgrace.     All  profecutions  in  the  eccle- 
fiaftical courts  were  malicious,  and  therefore  a  procefs  of  that 
vexatious  fort  ought  to  be  put  an  end  to.     BuJ  a  right  ho- 
nourable and  learned  gentleman  (the  Mafter  of  the  Rolls)  had 
changed  his  ground  lince  he  had  laft  fpoken  on  the  fubjed, 
Mr.  Baftard  reminded  the  Houfe  of  the  fcrutiny  a  year  or  two 
before,  and  faid,  he  did  not  recolleft  that  the  Houfe  thought 
it  derived  much  ufeful  inftrudlion  from  the  right  honourable 
and  learned  gentleman  who  gave  them  his  advice  on  that  oc- 
cafion.     He  declared,  unlefs  he  could  be  fatisfied,  that  what 
he  had  ftatcd  as- to  a  perfon  unjuftly  profecuted  in  the  eccle- 
fiaftical courtj  having  no  remedy  againft:his  malicious  profe- 
cutor  was  ill-founded,  he  fliould  perfift  in  the  words  "  C\il 
•  «•  months"  ftanding-  part  of  the  bilL 
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!  Mailer      Tkc  Mafter  of  the  Rolls  begged  leave  to  obferve,  that  whea 
ticRoUs  he  had  firft  moyed  for  the  recommitment  of  the  bill,  he  had 
proceeded  with  perfe£t  civility  to  the  honourable  gentleman, 
nor  had  he,  now,  changed  his  ground,  or  faid  any  thing  to  pro- 
voke,  but  as  the  honourahle  gentleman  thought  pfoper  tore* 
fift  this  motion,  he  Hiould  think  i{  neceflary  to  repeat  what  he 
^     had  before  uttered.    Sir  Llyod  then  repeated  his  argumenti 
that  there  were  infiances  ot  defamation  more  wounding  to  an 
honourable  and  feeling  mind,  than  the  vileft  flander.  .If  a 
man  of  the  firft  and  moft  refpedable  charadler  were  charged 
by  a  foul  tongue,  with  having  committed  inceft   with  hit 
daughter  or  filler,  he  had  no  remedy  but  ii>  the  eccleflaftical 
court,  and  would  any  man  fay  fuch  an  injury  ought  to  exiift 
in  poffibility  without  a  remedy?  Sir  Lloyd  ftated  ot^eF  argU' 
ments  in  favour  of  the  ecclefiaflical  court,  and  faid,  as  two 
years  were  allowed  for  perfons  to  bring* their  adions  at  com- 
mon  law  in  cafes  of  flander,  he  thought  that  common  "juftict 
required  the  fame  time  ihould  be  allowed  pr6fecutors  in  the 
ecclefiaflical  court, 
r.  J.  Scott      Mr.  yohn  Scott  contended  that  the  accufations  againft  the 
ecclefiaflical  court,  were  phantoms  of  the  brain,  mere  childrea 
of  the  imagination.    The  court  was  an  ancient,  and,  in  many 
refpc6ls,  an  ufeful  eftablifliment,    Hefaw,  therefore  no  reafoa  « 
to  abolifli  it,  unlefs  fome  good  ground  could  be  ftated  as  a  juft 
motive  for  fuch  a  procedure.     From  the  argumept  of  the  ho^ 
rourahle  gentleman,  he  fliould  have  imagined  that  fo  far  from- 
meaning  to  complain  of  the  extravagant  powers  of  the  eccle- 
iiaftical  court,  he  intended  to  have  ftrengthened  them  and 
rendered  them   more  efFeftual.     The  diftinflions  taken  be* 
tween  defamation  and  fcandal  by  lawyers  were  enough -ta 
draw  the  profeflion  into  contempt. — The  very  firft  law  boflk 
he  had  taken  down,  that  day,  to  look  at  the  a£lionable  cafei 
furniflied  him  with  inftances  of.  the  decifions  of  grave  and 
fage  judges,  enough  to  make  lawyers  afliamed  of  themfeivei. 
He  would  read  them  to  the  Moufe.     Mr-  Scoit  then  produc- 
ed a  paper,  from  whence  he  read  feveral  very  extraordinary 
cafes.     One  was  a  cafe  of  a  man's  faying  that  another  .inao 
had  been  guilty  of  murder;  that  was  deemed  a<5tionable,  bo- 
caufe  murder,  that  he  charged  him  with,  was  a  felony;  J>ut  if. 
he  had  only  faid,  that  he  cut  his  head  down  with  a  cleaver^ 
fo  that  one  cheek  lay  on  one  flioulder  and  the  other  on  the 
other,  that  was  not  a£lionable ;  there  being  no  imputation  of 
-    felony.     Again,  ifa  man  faid  another  ftole  privately,  it  W9| 
adtionable;  but,  if  he  only  faid  he  ftole  by  the  way  fide,  it  was 
not  fo,  becaufe  a  man  might  take  an  apple  or  a  ft ick,  neither 
of  which  were  a  felonious  taking*     Another  cafe :  if  a  perfba 
faid  a  wom^n  had  the  French  difeafe,  it  was  aflionable,  be- 
caufe it  conveyed  a  meaning  of  an  iajurious  tendency  ^  but  if' 
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»  perfon  faid  of  a  woman  that  ihe  had  lately  had  the  l^rehch 
difeare,  it  was  not  adionable,  becaufe  it  implied  that  flie  had 
it  not  at  the  time,  but  was  cured.  Again,  by  a  peculiar  lo- 
cality of  law,  if  a  man  called  a  woman  a  whore  in  London  of 
SoQthwark,  it  was  adlionable,  but  not  if  he  called  a  woman 
3' whore  any  where  elfe.  If  a  man  in  Yorkfhire  iaid,  a  man 
had  ftrained  a  mare,  it  was  a£tionable,  though  not  fo  in  aqy 
other  county,  as  if  the  words,  "  {training  a  mare,"  carried  a 
difierent  import  in  Yorkfliire  to  what  it  did  in  any  other 
county*  Numberlefs  other  precedents  of  decifion  had  beeu 
pronounced  by  the  wifdom  of  our  judges,  equally  lingular, 
and  equally  ludicrous;  but,  Mr.  Scott  faid,  he  wiflied  to  draw 
the  ferious  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  bad  confequences  of 
aholifliing  or  limiting  the  powers  of  the  ecclefiaftical  court. 
He  put  a  cafe  on  the  fuppofition  xhat  a  young  lady,  on  the 
eve  almoft  of  marriage  tp  a  good  and  honourable  man,  was  to 
be  fofar  ilandered  as  to  have  it  reported  that  (he  was  big  with 
a  baftard,  the  confequence  miglit  be,  the  match  would  break 
off,  and  the  young  lady  could  never  hope  to  have  another  of- 
fer, nay  ftie  muft  even  fhut  herfclf  up  and  never  fiiew  her  facd 
again!  In  that  cafe,  was  there  a  jury  in  the  kingdom  who 
would  hefitate  to  give  large  damages?  Look  at  the  other  fide 
qf  the  queftion,  and  fuppofe  the  fame  flander  faid  of  a  young 
woman  not  on  the  eve  of  marriage.  In  that  cafe  no  a£lion 
would  lie,  and  yet  the  woman's  chara£ter  and  hopes  of  mar- 
riage were  blafted  and  gone  for  ever.  With  regaid  to  the  pe- 
.riod  of  limiting  the  bringii>g  of  the  fuit,  Mr.  Scott  faid,  he 
ihould  propofe  a  twelvemonth,  and  that  becaufe  upon  in- 
quiry he  found  it  X/J  be  the  time  already  eflabliflied  in  the 
court. 

Mr.  Rolle  fupported  the  bill,  and  complained  that  the  ho-  Mr.  Roll*-* 
nourable  and  learned  gentlemen  had  waited  till  almod  the  laft 
moment  before  they  ihade  any  oppofition.  Many  inflances 
of  the  abufe  of  the  power  of  the  ecclefiaftical  court  were  ftated* 
when  'the  motion  had  been  firft  made  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  bill. 

The  Attorney  General  having  obferved,  that  unfortunately  The  Attot 
no  gentleman  belonging   to  the  ecclefiaftical  court,  at  pre-  ncyGencra 
fent,  enjoyed  a  feat  virithin  the  Houfe,  added,  that  in  point 
of  civility  and  refpeft,  it  behoved  all  thofe  who  belonged  to 
the  fame  profeffion  as  himfelf,  to  ftand  up  and  defend  a  court 
of  law,  though  of  a  very  different  conftitution  and  nature 
from  thofe  with  which  he  was  connected.     Mr.  Attorney 
put  fome  cafes,  and  argued  upon  them  as  proofs  of  the  ne- 
ceffity  of  continuing  the  exiftence  of  the  ecclefiaftical  court* 
"With  regard  to  there  being  no  remedy  to  a  pe'rfon  wrongly 
accufed,  what  remedy  was  there  in  the  cafe  of  an  dt^SL^Vx.^ 
cliarged  againft  any  man  ?    As  to  penance,  a  Vi^  ^  A^^^t^fc 
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of  (hame  and  infamy,  fufficient  to  deter  thofe  inclined  to  be 
hufy  with  their  neighbours  f'ame,  to  keep  a  guard  upoit  theii 
fpeech* 
Mr.  Fox.         Mr.   Fox  faid,  that  he  could  not  avoid  obferving  with 
afionifhment,  that  the  honourable  and  learned   gentleman 
had  really  put  the  matter  upon  a  very  handfome  footing.    It 
was  therefore,  lie  underftood,  merely  becaufe  there  liappened 
not  to  be  any  civilian  a  member  of  that  Houfe,  that  he  was 
fo  anxious  to  .fupport  the  ecclefiaflical  court.     In  their  ex- 
treme ardour  for  the  honour  of  the  lawyers  of  the  eccle- 
fiailical  courts,  he  and  his  honourable  and  learned  brethren 
feemed  entirely  to  have  loft  fight  of  the  honour  of  their  own; 
for  a  more  degrading  attack  on  the  learned  profeflipn  he  had 
fcarcely  ever  heard,  at  any  former  period.     The  honourable 
gentleman   wlio   moved  ,the  bill,  had  more  than  once  called 
upon  the- honourable  and  learned  gentleman  to  reply  to  the 
objedtions  he  made  to  the  ecclefiaftical  courts,  ^nd  ainidftall 
their  arguments,  not   one  fyllable  had  been  offered  like  an, 
anfwer. 
Mr.  Coui-       Mr.  Courtenoy  faid,  that  he  could  not  account  for,  the  ex* 
tcnay.         treme  civility   of  the  honourable   and  learned  gentlemen. 
They  feemed,  for  a  time,  to  have  given  up  the  law  of  Eng- 
land out  of  complaifance  to  the  ecclefiaftical  courts.  •  The 
bigheft  reverence  was  due  to  the  law  of  England.     Lord 
Coke  declared,  when  he  was  firft  made  a  brother  of  the  coif, 
that  a  ferjeant's  cap  had  four  typical  corners  to  it,  the  one 
the  fymbol  of  experience,  another  of  obfervatioh,  a  third  cf 
wifdom,  and  a  fourth  of  commemoration.  .  Mr.  Courtenaiy 
attempted  to  aecount  for  the  gentlemen  of  the"  long  robe  let* 
ting  the  law  of  England  fall  to  fupport  the  law  of  the  ecclfr 
fiaftical  courts,  and  faid,  he  fuppofed  flie  was  more  fwellin^ 
and  had  more  of  the  cork  rump  than  the  other.     He  agrett 
with  the  learned  and  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to'  hidi 
who  had  talked  about  inceft;  he  coincided  in  opinion  that  it 
would  he  extremely  wrong  to  deftroy  the  whole  of  the  cede* 
fiaftical  law,  and  t'^erefore  he  thought  it  would  be  wife' and 
fiiUuary  to  let  it  remain  an  exprefs  part  of  the  ecclefiaftical 
law,  that   no   man  fJjould  marry  'his  grandmother^      The  h6- 
nourable  and  learned   gentleman  had  fpoken  fo   wamalv  in 
favour  of  fuits  for  defamation   in   the  ecclefiaftical  -xrourts, 
that  hefliould  not  be  furprized  if  the  honourable  and  learned 
gentlemen  were  to  profecute  one  another  in  the  eccle^aftical 
court  for  defamation  againft  the  law  of  England.     Though 
no  lawyer  himfelf,  he  could  not  biit  feel  fome  mortiification 
at  fuch  a  defcription  of  the  principles  and  the  pradlice  of  the 
profeflion  ;  the  fubtile  diftin6>ions,  which  had  been  afcribed' 
to  the  fage  expounders  of  the  law,  were   worthy  only  of 
JJunScotus  and  Thomas  A^uinais.    Yoi\v\^  ^^xx.^  Ive  {hpuU 
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vote  for  the  "  fix  months,"  though  he  had  rather  the  eccle- 
fiaftical  court  was  entirely  aboliihed,  not,  indeed,  that  he 
felt  himfelf  unwilhng  to  let  thofe  courts  have  cognizance  of 
adultery  and  fornication,  which  the  priefts  had  always  arro- 
gated to  themfelves,  and  of  which  perhaps  they  were  ib  com- 
petent to  judge,  from  their  frequent  practice.  Six  months 
■appeared,  in  his  opinion^  quite  fufficient  to  enable  them  to 
inveftigate  all  charges  of  fcandal;  nor  did  he  fee  how  any 
longer  time  could  be  required  to  give  an  account  of  words 
uttered,  unlefs  in  Iceland,  where  the  breath  may  be  frozen 
in  November,  and  not  thawed  again  before  tlie  July  fol- 
lowing. 

The  MaJIcr  of  the  R'j ■  Is  ohkrveiy  that  a  queftion  of  fo  The  Mai 
grave  and  ferious  a  nature  was  not  to  be  loft  fight  of  amidft  I:',\T''^ 
wanton  jefts,  and  ludicrous  endeavours  to  make  bughter  take 
the  place  of  fober  fenfe  and  folid  reafon.  It  was  necelfary 
for  gentlemen  to  know  fomething  of  the  law  as  it  flood,  be- 
fore they  ventured  to  alter  it.  Legiflating  was  a  talk,  lb 
which  he  by  no  means  thought  himfelf  equal,  nor  would  he 
prefume  to  blurt  out  his  crude  ideas  of  legiflation  there,  left 
..they  fhould  fail  of  fuccefs. 

Mr.  Bajiard  declared,  that  he  well  underftood  v.hat  was  Mr.  B^f- 
meant  by  the  charge  of  blurting  out  crude  ideas,  and  the  ^*^**' 
jieceffity  of  a  man's  knowing  fomething  of  the  law  as  it  flood 
before  he  attempted  to  alter  it,  but  he  begged  the  Houfe  to 
remember,  that  the  bill  was  their  own.  They  had  paflcd  it 
before,  and  therefore  they  were  anfvverable  for  it.  He  once 
more  called  upon  the  gentlemen  of  the  law  to  anfwer  his 
queftion  as  to  a  prolecution  for  defamation  being  always  a 
malicious  profecution;  and  with  regard  to  the  ecclefiaftical 
courts  blending  truth  and  falfehood,  fo  that  the  one  took  the 
place  of  the  other.  Mr.  Baftard  faid,  that  he  liighly  ap- 
proved of  the  bill  fuggefted  by  a  learned  and  honourable  gen- 
tleman, (Mr.  Scott)  and  if  he  would  aflift  him  with  carry- 
ing through  the  bill  in  queftion,  he  would  bring  in  the  other 
bill  under  his  guidance  and  inftruftion. 

Sir  James  Johnjione  condemned  the  ecclefiaftical  courts, -^ii"  J^*"< 
and  all  courts,  but  courts  where  a  trial  by  jury  prevailed,  ^°  "^ "' 
As  to  the  honourable  and  learned  gentlemen,  they  lind.  Sir 
,' Jarhes  faid,  attacked  the  judges,  and  not   the  lawyeis;  ]>ut 
if  they  made  free  with  the  latter,  who  had  a  greater  right 
than  gentlemen  of  the  fame  profeffion  ? 

Mr.  Bcarcr(3ft  expreffed  his  earneft  wiflies  for  a  conclufion  Mr.  Bea 
of  the  debate,  fince  it  appeared  to  him  that  they  were  con-  croit. 
tending  for  nothing.     What  was  fix  months,  when  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (the  author  of  the  bill)  faid,  that  there 
was  no  punilhment  in  the  ecclefiafti  tal  courts.    W\v\\.  i\^  *\X- 
fignify  tben,  whether  it  was  fix  or  t  Welve  moivX\v^\i^^o^^  "^^^ 
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person  was  profecuted  in  a  court  in  which  he  cqu14  not  be 
punilhed  i  As  doing  penance  was  declared  to  be  nothing 
more  than  going  to  a  mafquerade,  he  fuppofed  the  flieet  was 
to  be  confidered  as  a  domino.  To  borrow  a  joke,  therefore, 
from  a  good  old  j{?fter,  Rabelais,  Beatifunt,  qui  moriuntur  in 
dfinino.  Mr*  Bearcroft  faid,  the  members  of  his  profeffioa 
might  as  well  leave  it  to  others  to  find  fault,  And  point  oat  . 
their  foibles.  With  regard  to  their  ftanding  up  for  the  ec- 
clefiaftical  courts,  in  that  it  muft  be  acknowledged,  that  they 
a£led  difintereftedly  at  leaft,  for  thofe  were  courts  in  which 
not  one  of  them  ever  praftifed.  Some  (harp  obfervations 
had  been  made  upon  his  profeffion ;  but  they  gave  him  no 
concern  vyhatever :  for  it  was  an  old  faying,  that  the  "  curfed 
"  fox  thrives J"^ 
:our-  Mr.  Courtcnay  faid,  that  he  could  not  avoid  taking  notice 
of  the  grave  face  with  which  an  honourable  and  learned  gen- 
tleman (the  Matter  of  the  Rolls)  had  adminiftered  reproof  to 
him,  but  he  denied  that  he  had  dieferved  it.  The  honoura* 
ble  and  learned  gentleman  had  not  treated  the  fubje<£l  with 
lefs  levity  than  that  to  which  himfelf  proceeded;  and,  iti 
faft,  not  one  of  the  profeffors  of  the  long  robe,  who  op- 
pofed  the  bill,  had  offered  a  fingle  argument  in  anfwer  to 
what  had  been  alledged  by  the  author  of  it  (Mr.  Baftard). 
This  honourable  gentleman  had  ftated  all  the  hardfhips  of 
information  in  the  eccleGaftical  courts,  by  which  the  accufe4 
perfon  is  obliged  either  to  retraft  his  words,  whether  true 
or  falfe,  or  elfe  to  do  penarice.  Thus  they  were  fure  to  have 
him  either  way.  He  muft  either  have  told  a  lie  at  firft,  or 
they  will  oblige  him  to  tell  one  afterwards,  under  pain  of  be- 
ing exhibited  as  a  guilty  perfon.  Mr.  Courtenay  declared^ 
that  he  had  been  perfeflly  ferious  in  his  former  argument^ 
and  quoted  Blackftone  as  an  authority  for  what,  he  faid  con- 
cerning the  law  of  England.  He  exprefled  his  furprife  that 
the  learned  and  honourable  gentleman  who  fpokc  laft  fhoul4 
have  faid,  that  the  curfed  fox  thrives.  Why  the  fox  P  Did  the 
honourable  and  learned  gentleman  compare  himfelf  to  that 
animal,  becaufe,  /He  a  lawyer,  the  fox  feizes  upon  a  goofi,  rum 
away  with  the  carcafe^  and  leaves  the  feathers  to  his  clients? 
Tm.  Sir  PVilUam  Dolben  fpoke  againft  the  bill,  and  in  favour  of 
^"-  the  twelvemonth  being  allowed,  after  which  the  Gommittee 
divided,  when  the  numbers  were. 

Ayes  (that  the  words  "  fix  months,'^  ftand  part  of  thji 
bill)  91— Noes  57.  ^ 

Aider.       Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  begged  leave  to  put  a  queftion  to 
aham.  ^  ^.j^j^^.  honourable  gentleman  (tlje  Chancellor  of  the  Exr 
chequer)  which  materi^ly  concerned  the  finances  of  his  . 
Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  defired  to  aflucjb 
J^^  that  it  did  not  arifc  frotn  p.etCowiV  cvxijvo^voj  ^ta\  \kV| 


A.  1787.  DEBATES.  13? 

party  but  that  he  intended  upon  what  might  probably  be,  His 
anfwer  to  ground  a  parliamentary  proceeding.  It  was,  whe- 
ther it  was  the  dedgn  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  and  parti- 
cularly  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman^  to  bring  forward 
any  propofition  to  refcue  the  Prince  of  Wales  from  his  pre- 
fentvery  embarrafled  and  diftreflTed  fituation;  for  though  he 
iincerely  thought  that  his  conduct,  during  his  difficultieSf 
had  reflcSed  greater  honour  and  glory  on  his  charafler  than 
tbe  moft  fplendid  diadem  in  Europe  had  upon  the  wearer  of 
it,  yet  it  muft  be  very  difagreeable  to  his  Royal  Highnefs  to 
be  deprived  of  thofe  comforts  and  enjoyments,  which  fo 
properly  belonged  to  his  high  rank  !  The  Alderman  faid,  he 
was  fure  to  have  him  longer  left  in  this  fituation  would  be 
an  indelible  diigrace,  and  mufl  alight  upon  the  country,  if 
the  fituation  and  income  of  this  exalted  jx^rfonage  were  any 
longer  to  remain  fo  meanly  circumfcribed. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anlwered,  that  as  it  was  not  his  duty  Mr.  Ch*a- 
to  bring  forward  a  fubjedl  of  fuch  a  nature  as  that  fuggefted  cdlorPitu 
by  the  honourable  gentleman,  except  at  the  command  of 
Ilis  Majefty — it  was  not  neceflary  for  him  to  fay  more  in  re- 
ply to  the  queftion,  than  he  had  formerly  done  on  a  fimilar 
occafion — he  had  not  been  honoured  with  fuch  a  command. 

Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  then  gave  notice,  that  he  fhould  Mr.  AM. 
on  Friday  the  4th  day  of  May,  bring  forward  a  motion  for  Ncwnhan. 
the  confideration  of  the  Houfe  refpefting  his  Royal  Highnefs 
the  Prince  of  Wales. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into 
a  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  having  been  moved  and 
read,  the  Speaker  left  the  chair,  and  Mr.  Gilbert  took  his  feat 
at  the  table. 

Mr.  Chancellor  P/// remarked,  that  it  was  with  no  fmall  de-  j^r.  Chir.- 
grec  of  pleafure,  that  heaffured  the  Houfe,  that  he  (hould  not  ceiiori'iit. 
lie  under  the  obligation  of  trefpafling  for  a  very  great  length 
of  time  upon  their  patience,  whilft  he  fubmitted  to  their 
confideration  fome  neceflary  particulars.     It  was  a  matter  of 
much  fatisfaftion  to  him,  and  he  doubted  not  but  that  the 
Houfe  would  rejoice  to  hear,  that  he  had  fuch  an  account  to 
lay  before  them  of  the  fiate  of  our  financrs  as  would  (hew 
that  the  promifing  pifture  which  he  had  on  former  occalions  . 
idefcribed  to  them,  was  by  no  means  flattering  or  exag^:''- 
rated.     Tb#  fervices  of  the  current  year  would  be  dircovf-rt'd 
to  be  amply  provided  for,  although  it  had  not  yet  been  foujid 
pra£kicable  to  reduce  many  of  our  mofl  expenfive  depart- 
ments to  the  level  of  what  might  have  been  expeded,  and 
what  a  Seleft  Committee  in  the  courfe  of  the  preceding  fei- 
iion  had  defcribed  a  proper  permanent  peace  eflahlifhment. 
At  the  fame  time^  the  plan  for  the  diminution  oi  xVv^  w2kX\oTvA 
ji^  b^fd  btm  ^n&ly  adhered  to^  and  the  £eveia\  c\\x;ixv^A^ 
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ments  of  250,000 L  for  that  purpofehad  been  regulnrly  made 
good.     Mr.  Pitt  then  went  through  the  feveral  articles  of 
fupply.  which  bad  already  been  voted,  and  thofe  which  re- 
mained to  be  voted,  ftating  firft,  that  there  had  been  voted 
For  1 8»ooo  feamen  -  -  £•  9369OQO 

For  the  ordinary  of  the  navy  -  700,000 

Fer  the  extraordinary  '  -  •  6jo,ooo 

The  whole  of  the  navy  fervice        -         ^    £*  2,286,000 

This  was  confiderably  more  than  the  efti mate  formed  by  ' 
the  Committee  of  finances  during  Uie  laft  year,  which  waj 
1^800,000!.  fo  that  in  this  eftablilhment  there  was  an  excefs" 
of  486,000  J.  beyond  what  might  be  expejSed  as  the  perma- 
nent expencc  of  it  in  future  times  of  peace. 

For  the  army  had  been  voted  -  1,41.1,069 

Forthearmy  extraordinaries,  as  ftafF,  guards, 

garrifons,  &c.  &c.  -  -  420,000 

£.  1,831,069 

The  permanent  pealre  eftablifhment  of  this  fer- 
vice Had  been  eftimated  by  the  Committee 
at  -  -  -  -  -     1,600,000 


So  that  in  this  there  was  an  excefs  of         -  231,069 

"» 

Under  this  head  had  alfo  been  added  a  fum  of  about  50,OOoL 
for  viftualling  the  Lcfyalifts  in  their  new  fettlements  in  Nova 
Scotia. 

The  ordnance  had  been  voted  at  328,557  1.  which  was  ra- 
ther (hort  of  the  eftimate  made  on  that  branch  of  the  fer- 
vice by  the  Committee. 

The  amount  of  mifcellaneous  fervicegwas  ;ibout  328,000 1« 
and  other  particular  fervices  of  a  mifcellaneous  nature,  tiiough 
not  ufually  clafled  under  that  head,  as  for  making  roads  in 
Scotland,  improvements  of  a  fimilar  nature  in  Nova  Scotia^ 
the  Britifli  Mufeum,  &c.  amounted  to  about  96,000..  There 
was  another  head  of  fupply,  which,  for  the  laft  tioM^  it 
would  be  neceffary  to  vote  this  year,  and  this  was  to  make 
good  the  deficiencies  in  the  feveral  appropriated  funds.  Ha- 
ving ftated  the  nature  of  thofe  deficiencies,  and  how  they 
aroie  out  of  the  old  fyftem  of  appropriations,  under  which 
each  particular  tax  or  object  of  revenue  being  appropriated 
to  the  payment  of  one  or  more  particular  annuities.  Was  efti- 
mated at  a  fixed  fum  adequate  to  thofe  annuities,  and  ha- 
vwg  remarked  that  if  the  fund  ar'An^  fiovcv  th^t  ta"x  did  not 
amount  to  the  fum  at  which  it  v»as  eftivrv^x.^^,  xVw^ift&cwcv^ 
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was  fupplied  out  of  the  Sinking  Fund,  which  was  cooipofed 
'  of  the  redundance  of  other  appropriated  funds,  and  was  a 
"  counter  fecurity  for  them  all.  Mr.  Pitt  added,  that  fuch 
an  article  of  fupply  would  never  he  brouglit  before  that  Houfe 
again,  after  the  hill,  now  under  the  confideration  of  th« 
Lords,  for  the  confolidation  of  the  Cufloms,  fliould  hepafled; 
for  by  that  hill  all  fuch  appropriations  were  to  be  aboliflied, 
and  the  whole  mafs  of  the  Revenue  thrown  into  Que  general  ' 
fund.  He  mentioned  particularly  the  feveral  branches  of  the 
revenue  in  which  thofe  deficiencies  had  arifen,  and  the  ge- 
neral amount  of  them,  which,  including  the  other  articles 
of  fupply,  amounted  to  the  fum  of  6,676,000 1.  Mr.  Pitt 
next  proceeded  to  ftate  what  tli  ?  ways  and  means  were  out  of 
which  this  fum  was  to  be  fu  niljied.  Under  this  head  he 
enumerated  the  land  and  malt  tax,  which  he  eftimated  at 
2,750,0001.  the  furplus  of  the  Sinking  Fund  up  to  the  5th 
of  April  1787,  amounting  to  1,226,000!.  a  payment  to  be 
made  by  the  Eaft-India  Company,  which  he  fluted  as  fome- 
thing  fhort  of  400,000!.  A  part  of  the  balances  due  on 
army  accounts  and  impreft  money  made  another  item  in  the 
calculation,  which  he  ftated  at  the  amount  of  240,000!. 
Of  this  60,000 1.  had  been  already  aftually  received,  and  of 
the  remainder  a  confiderable  part  had  been  admitted  by  the 
Accountants  themlelves;  fo  that  it  was  more  likely  to  turn 
out  to  be  a  narrow  than  an  exaggerated  ftatement.  The 
:wftio!e  of  the  money  afcertained  to  be  due  and  payable  on  this 
fcore  was  about  380,000!.  which,  together  wi;h  the  6o,co2i. 
already  received,  would  amount  to  the  fum  he  had  ftated 
240,0001.  Some  increafe  of  revenue  would  neceffarily  arild 
from  the  operation  of  the  confolidation  a<ft,  which,  together 
with  the  duty  to  Ix;  paid  upon  the  article  of  cambrics,  which 
was  now  to  he  legalized,  buf  which  had  hithorto  been  mono- 
polized by  the  fmuggler,  lie  fhould  fet  down  at  ioo,cooL 
There  had,  he  obferved,  been  an  uncommon  falling  otf  in 
the  receipts  of  the  Cufloms  for  the  laft  year,  which  was  ;i 
circumftance  that  could  eafjly  be  accounted  for  upon  fuch 
principles  as  would  clearly  fhow  that  it  was  not  to  be  feared 
that  fuch  a  defalcation  would  be  permanent ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  fair  to  conclude,  that,  fo  far  from  conti- 
nuing at  tlie  ftandard  of  the  laft  year,  our  revenue  of  Cuftoms 
would  experience  an  uncommon  fpring  in  the  current  year, 
even  greater  than  it  could  be  expelled  would  he  laftijig.  One 
caufe  of  this  falling  off  was  the  uncommon  badnefs  of  tlie 
laft  feafon  in  tlie  Weft  Indies,  which  had  materially  reduced 
the  importation  of  our  colony  produce,  in  fo  much,  that,  in 
the  Cngle  article  of  fugcr,  there  was  a  deficiency  of  350,000!. 
-Added  to  this,  it  was  to  be  confidered  what  a  geijejral  fufpecv- 
iion  of  commercial  fpecubtion  ni'ift  have  {oWqvj ^Jl  li^om  "Ow* 


36  PARLIAMENTARY        ,    A.  1787. 

pending  ftate  of  fo  many  treaties  of  commerce  with,  foreign 
nations.  Such  a  circumflance  mufl  neceilarrly  have  given 
a  temporary  check  to  importation,  becaufe,  until  there  wat 
fome  certainty  as  to  the  event  and  tendency  of  thofe  negocia- 
tions  and  treaties,  all  foreign  trade  muft  have  been  expofed 
to  a  degree  of  rilk  and  danger.  But  thofe  two  circumftahces 
no  longer  continued  to  operate ;  for  the  prefent  feafon  in  the 
Weft  Indies  promifed  to  be  the  moft  produ6liVe  of  any 
which  we  had  almoft  ever  known,  which  would  of 'courfe 
occafion  an  increafed  importation,  and  our  foreign  cominerce 
being  no  longer  obftrwfted  by  the  unfettled  ftate  of  our  in- 
tercourfe  with  other  nations,  and  many  new  and  extenflve 
markets  being  opened  for  it,  would  neceflarily  return  ftgaia 
with  that  fpringand  eJafticity  which  alwavs  fucceed  reftraiiit* 
Mr.  Pitt  remarked,  that  large  fums  had  been  received  into 
the  Exchequer,  on  acccftint  of  feveral  appropriated  fundi; 
the  annuities  charged  upon  which  were  not  payable  until  the\ 
end  of  the  half  year,  and  of  courfe,  as  all  appropriations  ' 
were  to  be  aboliflied  by  the  new  arrangement,  and  the  feve^ 
ral  charges  upon  them  to  be  referred  to  the  general  fund  in 
which  the  vvhole  revenue  was  to  be  confolidated,  there  could^ 
after  the  confolidation  bill  fliould  have  pafled,  be  no  objec- 
tion to  applying  thofe  fums  to  the  immediate  calls  of  the 
State,  referring  the  payment  of  the  annuities,  with  which 
they  were  now  charged,  to  the  receipts  of  the  general  fund. 
The  whole  of  tbefe  refources  taken  together  amounted  to 
6,767,0001,  from  which,  dedufting  6,676,000!.  the  ex- 
pence  of  the  fervice  of  the  year,  there  remained  a  furplus 
of  91,0001. 

There  was  befides  another  article,  which  it  was  ufual  to 
ftate  on  each  fide  of  the  account,  both  as  an  article  of  fup- 
ply  and  as  an  article  of  ways  and  means*  This  wa^  the  ar- 
ticle of  Exchequer  bills,  of  which  there  were  5,000,000 !• 
yet  tliefe  were  in  general  annually  renewed ;  bi^t  it  was  in- 
tended to  alter  the  ufual  mode  of  renewing  them,  with  re- 
fpeft  to  a  part  of  thofe  which  the  Bank  held.  The  wbob 
amount  of  thofe  which  were  in  the  hands  of  tliat  Companr 
was  2,oco,oool.  of  which  it  was  propofed  to  make  500,000 [• 
on  a  new  plan,  fuch  as  Ihould  be  convertible  intocafti  in  any 
week,  or  on  any  day  of  the  year;  and  this  was  by  making 
them  to  bear  an  intereft  of  two  one-half  per  pound  pei^dstmf 
which  was  at  the  rate  of  between  three  one-half  and  three 
one-fourth  per  cent*  per  annum.  The  remaining  i,50O,0CX>L 
in  the  hands  of  the  Bank,  together  with  fuch  other  Exche- 
quer bills  as  were  holden  by  other  Proprietors,  to  continue 
on  the  old  footing,  and  bear  an  annual  intereft  of  three  wm- 
half  fer  cent. 
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He  ihould  not  dwell  mueh^  he  faid,  upon  the  regulations 
already  adopted  for  the  prevention  of  fmuggling,  nor  of  thofe 
which  had  been  applied  to  the  frauds  in  the  article  of  wine, 
or  in  the  home  diftillery,  all  of  which  he  expeded  would 
tdrn  out  highly  beneficial  and  falutary  ;  nor  would  he  take 
into  the  prcient  account  the  probable  amount  of  the  additional 
licenfes  for  retailing  of  fpirits,  that  being  a  meafure  more 
calculated  partly  for  the  purpofe  of  compenfating  and  ob- 
viating the  reduftion,  which  was  to  take  place  in  the  duty 
on  fpiritSy  and  partly  to  reftrain  a  too  great  confumption  of 
that  commodity,  than  with  a  view  to  revenue.  On  the  pre- 
fent  occafion,  he^couli  not,  with  propriety,  make  any  mo- 
tion concerning  this  laft  article,  the  confolidation  bill,  out 
of  which  it  rofe,  being  not  yet  pafled,  nor  could  he  include 
the  fums  of  money  which  he  had  ftated  to  have  been  received 
into  .  the  Exchequer  on  account  of  appropriated  funds ;  l>e- 
caufe  it  would  be  irregular  to  violate  the  appropriation,  be- 
fore a  proper  fubilitute  had  been  eflabliflied  and  completed. 
He  then  moved,  "  that  the  fum  of  i,220,cool.  be  graniied 
"  to  His  Majefly  out  of  the  Sinking  Fund,  towards  tlie  fup- 
**  ply  of  the  prefent  year." 

Mr.  Sheridan  begged  leave  to  remind  the  right  honourable  -^^r.  si 
gentleman  that  he  had  not  fulfilled  his  promiTe,  togivefuch  *^*°' 
an  account  of  the  finances  as  (hould  afford  perfeft  and  com- 
plete fatisfaQion  to  the  Committee ;  but  lie  had  certainly 
fulfilled  his  promife  of  brevity  :  for  he  had  been  fo  extreme- 
ly concife,  that  though  he  (Mr.  Pitt)  who  was-  acquainted 
with  all  the  grounds  and  circumflances  to  which  the  fafts 
and  figures  which  he  had  flated  referred,  could  talk  with  fii- 
miliarity  and  eafe  upon  the  fubjeft  without  any  farther  expla- 
nation than  that  he  had  thought  proper  to  give  it,  yet  fuch 
brevity  was  rather  an  awkward  circumflance  to  him  and 
thofe,  who,  like  him,  w^ere  to  anfwer  and  fpeak  after  the 
right  honourable  gentleman-  Mr.  Sheridan  faid  that  he 
thought  the  air  of  triumph  afTumed  by  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  fat  but  awkwardly  upon  him,  at  a  moment  when 
-he  fhould  have  conceived  another  foit  of  demeanor  would 
have  better  become  the  humiliating  and  mortifying  fituation 
in  which  he  ought  perhaps  to  feel  himfelf  when  obliged  to 
come  forward  and  flate  the  finances  of  the  kingdom  to  be  in 
fo  very  different  a  condition  from  that  in  which  the  Commit-  • 
tee  had  laft  year  been  fo  confidentially  afTured  they  would 
prove  to  be  in  1787.  The  right  honourable  gentleman,  and 
thofe  who  fat  near  him,  would  pleafe  to  recolleft  the  flatc- 
'Xnent  contained  in  th^  Report  of  the  Revenue  Committee, 
which  Report  he  held  in  his  hand,  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  contradi£led  when  he  advifed  them  not  to  be  too  fan- 
guine  in  their  expecS^ations,  that  becaufe  tVveNtTvi*^  x^cl^x^^x. 

VouXXIL  T  '  ^^^v^^ 
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ending  January  5,  1786,  amounted  to  15,397,4711.  the 
year  ending  January  5,  1787,  would  turn  out  equally.  He 
had,  again  and  again,  argued  tlie  fallacy  of  making  out  aa 
account  in  fuch  a  way ;  hut  what  he  faid  upon  the  fuhjeft 
had  l>een  rejected  with  a  fort  of  unhecoming  fcorn.  What 
he  predicted  had  however  proved  true;  for  now,  inftead  of 
the  flattering  profpeft  which  the  right  honourable  gentleo^n 
held  out  of  our  income  equalling  our  expcnce,  it  was  evi- 
dent that  the  receipt  of  the  laft  year  fell  900,00x3  U  Ihort  of 
the  receipt  of  the  year,  ending  January  5,  1786.  On  this  af» 
fertion  Mr.  Sheridan  grounded  liis  realo/ning  in  order  to  im- 
prefs  the  Committee,  with  the  idea  that  Minifters  entertain- 
ed a  much  more  fanguine  opinion  of  the  Hate  of  our  finan- 
ces than  their  real  fituation  warranted.  He  warned  the 
Committee,  therefore,  againft  giving  way  to  a  delufion  which 
might  lull  them  into  a  dangerous  inattention  to  the  national 
circumftances,  declaring  that  it  was  much  more  manly  in 
Minifters  to  ftate  the  real  fituation  of  the  country,  to  look  it 
in  the  face,  and,  if  more  taxes  were  really  neceffary,  to  lay 
them  on,  burdened  as  the  people  were  already.  Mr.  Sheri-- 
dan  animadverted  upon  the  budget  juft  opened,  aild  faid,  ad- 
mitting that  the  rig^t  honourable  gentleman  was  correft  in 
every  one  of  his  ftatements,  flill  'f  was  evident  that  there  was 
a  deficiency  of  900,000  1.  compared  to  the  aniount  of  the  to- 
tal of  the  preceding  year's  ways. and  means.  He  declared  bis 
concern  to  hear  the  Eaft-India  Company  mentioned  as  a  fource 
of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  expedations,  and  that 
to  fo  large  an  amount  as  350,000 1.  That  ci re umftance  alone 
was  fufficient  to  fill  his  mind  with  great  doubt  and  fufpicion 
of  the  foundnefs  of  all  the  various  expedkations  which  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  that  day  ftated  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 
.Gren-  Mr.  Grenville  obferved  that  he  felt  it  more  than  difficult  to 
••  refrain  from  filence  whilft  Ite  heard  the  honourable  gentle- 

man repeating  arguments  which  had  already  been  anfwered 
and  refuted.  For  his  own  part,  he  ftiould  not  hefitate  pofi- 
tively  to  declare  that  there  was  no  fallacy  in  the  Report  of 
the  Revenue  Committee,  nor  any  delufion  either  in  making 
tip  the  abft raft  table  of  receipt  and  expenditure,  nor  in  the 
obfervations  which  the  Report  contained.  Mr.  Grenvilte 
read  the  following  extraft  : 

<^  But  before  they  enter  on  thefirft  part  of  their  Report, 
**  they  think  it  neceflary  to  premife,  that  they  have  confined 
**  their  examination  to  the  prefent  ftate  of  the  Revenue,  as  it 
^<  appears  either  from  the  amount  aftually  received  in  the 
**  periods  contained  in  the  papers  referred  to  them,  or  from 
^<  the  befl  eftimates  which  they  could  form  of  the  produce  of 
'^  fuch  articles  as  had  not  beei\  brou^x.  xo  ;xccq>\:i\\\.  vcvxJm^ 
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**  periods,  but  corapofe  neverthelefs  a  part  of  the  prefent  in- 
*^  come  of  the  Public.  The  large  amount  of  taxes  impofed 
**  fince  the  commencement  of  the  late  war,  in  addition  to  the 
**  then  fubfilling  Revenue,  the  difficulties  under  which  the 
**  different  branches  of  our  commerce  laboured  during  the 
**  continuance  of  that  war;  and  the  great  and  increafing 
*•  prevalence  of  fmuggling  previous  to  the  meafures  recently 
**  adopted  for  its  fuppreflion,  appeared  to  vour  Committee 
**  to  render  any  averages  of  the  amount  ot  the  Revenue  ia 
**  former- periods  in  a  great  degree  inapplicable  to  the  prefent 
**  Ctuat  ion  of  the  country ;  on  the  other  hand,  they  did  not 
**  think  themfelves  competent  to  difcufs  the  various  contin- 
**  gencies  which  may  in  future  operate  to  the  increafe  or  di- 
**  minution  of  the  public  income,  A  Revenue  fo  complica- 
**  ted  in  its  nature,  and  depending  fo  much  on  the  various 
"  branches, of  an  extend  ve  commerce,  muft  always  be  liable 
"  to  temporary  fludluations,  even  although  no  circumftanccs 
**  fhould  arife  to  occafion  any  permanent  alteration  in  its 
^'  produce.  Your  Committee  have  therefore  judged  it  pro- 
**  per  to  fubmit  to  the  judgement  of  the  Houfe  this  extenfjve 
"  confideration,  and  to  ftate  in  this  Report  the  prefent 
"  amount  of  the  public  income,  as  refulting  from  the  papers 
*'  before  them." 

Mr.  Grenville  begged  pardon  for  having  read  fo  long  an  ex- 
trsL&f  from  a  Report  of  which  that  Houfe  had  licard  fo  much  ; 
but  was  there  a  man  of  common  candour,  who,  after  having 
heard  the  paragraph  diflindlly,  could  agree  with  the  honour- 
able gentleman,  or  believe  that  the  Committee  either  had  af- 
ierted,  or  nieant  to  aflert,  tliat  the  receipt  of  the  year,  end- 
ing January  5,  1787,  would  at  all  events  equal  the  receipt 
of  the  year  ending  January  5,  1786?  So  far  from  it,  that 
the  words  of  the  paragraph  fpoke  exprefsly  of  the  "  tempo- 
**  rary  fludtuations  to  which  a  revenue  fo  complicated  in  its 
<*  nature,  and  depending  fo  much  on  the  various  branches  of 
**  an  extenfive  commerce,  mr.ft  always  be  liable."  Mr,  Gren- 
ville denied,  in  the  moft  dire(5l  terms,  that  there  was  any 
delufion  contamed  in  any  part  of  the  Report,  and  faid,  he 
had  the  laft  feffion  the  honour  to  battle  the  contents  of  it 
with  the  honourable  gentleman,  and  if  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman was  not  yet  (atisfied,  was  ready  at  any  time,  if  the 
.  honourable  gentleman  thought  proper  to  go  into  the  difcuf- 
fion  of  it,  word  by  word,  and  article  by  article.  Mr.  Gren- 
ville explained  the  manner  in  which  of  neceffity  the  abftra6t 
table  of  receipt  had  been  made  out,  and  declared,  that  as  to 
deluding  that  Houfe,  he  agreed  moft  heartily,  that  the  Mi- 
xiifter  who  {hould  attempt  to  delude  the  Houfe  on  a  fubjeft 
pf  fo  much  importance,  would  deferve  every  poffible  cen- 
Jiire^  but  at  the  fame  time  he  muft  msLiuXam^  x\\2XX)ci^  ^^"^v- 

T  a  N^iSft^ 
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verfe  of  the  propofition  was  equally  true.  Minifters  un- 
doubtedly ought  not  to  deceive  that  Houfe  with  a  fallacious 
or  too  fanguine  and  flattering  an  account  of  the  national  11- 
tuation;  neither  ought  any  man,  fond  of  gloomy  ideas,  to. 
hold  up  a  defponding  pifture  of  our  finances,  and  endeavouf 
to  imprefs  the  Houfe  with  a  melancholy  profpedl  at  a  time 
when  there  was  fo  much  reafon  to  feel  fatisfied,  as,  notwith- 
ftanding  all  the  ftruggles  this  country  had  fo  lately  under- 
gone, there  was  at  prefent.  Mr,  Grenville  anfwered  that^ 
part  of  Mr.  Sheridan's  fpeech  relating  to  the  Eaft-India  Com- 
pany, and  faid  he  did  not  doubt  but  the  honourable  gentle- 
man felt  the  ufual  iinxiety  for  the  credit  of  the  Company, 
and  the  fame  earneft  defire  to  proteft  its  rights  that  he  had 
on  all  occafions  manifefted.  Be  that  gentleman's  opinion 
however  what  it  might,  he  who  had  fome  little  knowledge 
on  the  fubjeft,  could  fay  with  confidence  that  to  no  one  ot 
her  refources  could  this  country  look  up  with  more  aflurance 
of  ability  and  power  of  fupport  than  to  our  Eaft-Indian  pofr  . 
feffions.     He  fpoke  this  from  a  familiar   but  elaborate  ac- 

?uaintance  with  the  domeftic  affairs  of  the  Company,  and 
rom  the  very  pleafing  fituation  of  affairs  in  India,  as  ftated 
in  the  laft  accounts  that  had  arrived. 
rox.  Mr.  Fox  faid,  that  the  whole  of  the  matter  in  queftion  be- 
tween his  honourable  friend  and  the  geallemen  on  the  other 
fide  of  the  Houfe  lay  in  a  very  narrow  compafs.  Wa^ 
15,397,471 1,  the  fum  given  as  the  receipt  of  the  year,  .end- 
ing January  5,  1786,  or  was  it  not  ?  And  if  it  were,  as  he 
believed  it  would  hardly  be  denied,  and  all  the  bufiriefs  of 
appropriating  a  million  of  furplus  was  grounded  upon  that 
being  the  receipt  of  the- year,  was  not  his  honourable  friend 
correfl:  in  faying,  that  the  receipt  of  the  laft  year  fell  9601* 
ihort  of  the  receipt  of  the  year  preceding  ?  He  furely  was. 
Mr.  Fox  took  notice  of  tlie  300,000 1.  which  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  faid  he  had  gotten  of  army  and 
other  favings,  and  declared,  though  he  was  willing  to  ad- 
mit that  it  were  fo,  yet  they  had  a  right  to  a  little  farther 
explanation  of  that  matter.  But  allowing  that  faft  to  he  a^ 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  fl:ated  it,  this  reAiced 
the  deficiency  to  600,000 1. .  Mr.  Fox  argued  upon  the  rafh-^ 
nefs  and  folly  of  catching  at  one  year's  receipt,  and  that  a  re- 
markal)ly  good  one  as  a  ground  to  judge  wh^t  the  probablq* 
receipt  in  future  would  be.  He  faid  the  right  honourably 
gentleman  had  affigned  as  a  reafon  for  the  deficiency  in  the 
laft  year's  reclpt,  that  it  was  a  bad  feafon  in  the  Weft  Indies^ 
?nd  had  affured  the  Committee,  that  this  was  to  be  a  good 
one.  He  a  little  doubted  whether  Weft-India  eftates  wen| 
»o  be  valued  in  that  fort  of  way.  Perhaps  he  might  b^  i&i4 
beholding  out  gloomy  and  defpoudmg^\^^2L^>  >«\\^tv. Ya ^ib»^ 
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dared  he  was  rather  apt  to  think  that  the  laft  feafon  was  not 
the  worft  that  might  happen  in  refpedl  to  Weft-Indian  pro- 
duce. .  Mr.  Fox. dwelt  for  fome  time  on  the  feveral  points 
that  he  had  touched  upon,  and  after  refcuing  Mr,  Sheridan 
from  the  imputation  of  having  argued  that  becaufe  their 
laft  year's  receipt  was  900,000!.  ftiort  of  the  receipt  of  the 
jfcar  preceding,  that  therefore  every  other  year's  receipt 
(rv^ould  be  Equally  fhort,  faid  he  would  fit  down  with  the 
S7ords  he  had  begun  with  :  that  if  it  were  allotted  that  the 
receipt,  ending  January  5,  1786,  was  1,5397,471!.  in  that 
safe  there  was  a  deficiency  of  900,000 1.  or  a!!owing  for  the 
300,000 1.  ftated  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  600,000  !• 
and  at  fuch  a  deficiency  in  the  Cuftoms  only  lie  could  not 
t>ut  be  ajittle  ftartled. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  he  was  ready  to  ac-  Mr.  Chan- 
cept  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  explanation  of  his  ho-  <^^^^**^  ^*^^ 
nourable  friend's  argument  relative  to  the  deficiency  in  the 
Cuftoms,  and  to  fuppofe  that  he  did  not  mean  to  have  faid, 
that  there  would  be  an  equal  deficiency  every  year  ;  but  he 
piuft  neverthelefs  infift  upon  it,  that  the  honourable  gentle-, 
man's  arguments  upon  the  fubjedl  of  the  Revenue  Report  were 
erroneous,  and  ill  founded.  His  right  honourable  friend  had 
fo  clearly  proved,  by  reading  the  fecond  paragraph  of  the 
Report,  that  the  Committee  had  not  meant  to  infer,  that 
they  were  of  opinion  the  receipt  of  the  laft  year  was  to  be 
equal  to  that  of  the  year  preceding,  that  it  was  altogether 
unneceflary  for  him  to  ^dd  any  thing  upon  tlic  fubjeft* 
With  regard  to  the  deficiency  of  the  Cuftoms  laft  year,  he 
had  already  faid  that  two  caufes  co-operated  to  produce  that 
effeft,  the  one  was  a  remarkably  bad  feafon  for  Weft-Indian 
importation,  and  the  other  that  fufpenfion  of  commt-rce 
which  it  was  very  natural  ftiould  talce  place  pending  the  ne- 
gociation  of  the  feveral  treaties  which  that  country  had  been 
known  to  he  agitating.  Thefe  furely  were  rational  grounds 
pf  accounting  for  the  deficiency,  and  at  the  fame  time  fuch 
a^  need  not  lead  them  to  defpondency,  in  confidering  tl^.e 
flare  of  a  Revenue  fo  apparently  improving,  and  fo  likely  to 
ihcreafe  confiderably  with  the  new  fpring,  which  trade  would 
neceflarily  feel  in  confequence  of  the  commercial  treaty's 
taking  place.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  fpoke  ta 
the  argument  of  Mr.  Sheridan  cohcerning  the  Eaft-India 
Company,  and  faid,  it  was  rather  unlucky  that  the  honour* 
able  gentleman  ftiould  complain  of  the  debt  of  that  Com  pa- 
■ny  as  liloely  never  to  be  recovered  on  the  very  day  on  which 
.  it  had  been  ftated  to  the  Houfe,  that  the  money  was  to  be 
applied  to  the  fervipe  of  theprefent  year.  Mr.  Pitt  explain- 
ed the  circun^ftance  of  the  300,000 1.  which  he  meaat  to 
'Sjppif  this  jrear,  and  took  notice  of  what  \\2kd  taW^w  ^Kotft. 
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Mr.  Sheridan  on  thcrTubjeft  of  the  taxes,  which  the  honour* 
able  gentleman,  be  faid,  had  called  for,  as  if  the  word  taxes 
would  alone  give  ftrength  to  our  Revenue ;  whereas  it  was 
a  Stateman's  duty  not  to  increafe  the  burdens  of  the  people 
by  multiplying  taxes,  but  to  endeavour  to  find  out  means  of 
lending  vigour  to  the  coUedlion  of  the  taxes  alrea^  cfta- 
bliftied,  and  thus  render  them  produ6live.  From  the  Report 
of  which  his  honourable  friend  had  read  one  paragraph,  he 
would  read  another,  a  determination  to  carry  which  into  cf- 
feQ  was  what  he  and  thofe  who  afted  with  him  had  relied  on 
as  the  certain  way  to  enfure  the  great  objedl  which  they  all 
muft  be  proud  to  fee  accompli(hed.     He  read  the  laft  para- 
graph of  the  Revenue  Report  as  follows :  **  But,  indepen- 
**  dent  of  the   articles   which  have  here  been  ftated,  your 
*^  Committee  truft  that  they  fhall  not  be  thought  to  extend 
*<  the  limits  of  the  duty  prefcribed  to  them  by  the  Houfe, 
**  in  obferving,  that  the  prefent  fubfilling  taxes,  if  the  due 
**  colleftion  thereof  could  be  fecured  by  meafures 'adequate 
*^  to  the  purpofe,  would  probably  afford  an  ample  provifioa 
*'  for  any  deficiencies  which  may  at  any  time  be  found,  ci- 
**  ther  in  thefe  refources,  or  in  the  particulars  which  com- 
**  pofe  the  general  income  of  the  Public,  and  would  infure  a 
**  permanent  annual  furplus,  applicable  to  the  reduAion  of 
"  the  national  debt^  in  fuch.manner  as  the  wifdom  of  Pa^ 
*^  liament  fliall  direS."     The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
rieafoned  upon  this,  and  faid,  for  the  Committee  to  fee  the 
obje£l  fo  for  fecured,  that  without  there  being  a  neceffity  to 
lay  any  frefh  burdens  on  the  people,  the  furplus  of  250,000 L 
a  quarter  had  been  regularly  paid  in,  and  that  there  wai 
enough  to  make  good  every  deficiency,  and  a  profpe6k  of  a  very 
confiderable  increafe  of  revenue  in  the  courfe  of  the  cotQing 
year,  was  a  circumftance  which  they  might  without  any 
imputation  of  over  fanguine  feelings  reafonably  rejoice  zU 
He  added  feveral  other  arguments, 
^r.  Fox.        Mr.  Fox  ftill  declared,  that  to  fix  on  one  year's  receipt  as 
a  ground  of  a  proceeding  to  be  governed  by  future  years'  rfr* 
ceipts  was  rafli  and  childifh,  and  that  it  was  not  the  way  ift 
which  experienced  or   wary  Statefmen  would  have  ai^ed 
With  regard  to  the  250,000 1.  from  the  increafe  of  Cufliotni^ 
which,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  he  reckoned 
upon  as  a  part  of  ways  and   means,   he  knew  not,  "nor  wai 
it  pqffible  for  that  Committee  to  know  what   the^  increafe 
would  prove;  but   it  was  fair  for  him  to  flate  that  the  in- 
creafe muft  be  550,0001.  in  order  to  yield  the  250,ocxd1.  be- 
caufe  it  was  to  be  recolledled,  there  was  a  defalcation  in  the 
Revenue  to  the  amount  of  at  leatt  300,000 1.  on  account  rf 
the  reduced  duties  on  brandies  and  rums,  which  wa§  to  te 
made  good  out  of  the  firft  mcte^ife  o^  Cu&.oy5v^  v^Vvdxujii^t  ' 
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arife.  Mr.  Fox  added,  that  if  the  prefent  Miniftry  were  not 
fiartled  at  fo  large  a  deficiency  as  700,000 1.  in  die  Cuftoms 
in  one  year,  they  were  men  not  Jikely  tobeeafily  ftartledat 
any  thing.  With  regard  to  the  meafure  of  the  new  fund,  he 
highly  approved  the  fituation  in  which  it  had  been  fettled, 
fince  it  not  only  made  it  the  duty  of  the  Minifter,  but  of 
the  Houfe,  to  take  care  that  our  income  fhould  always  equal 
our  expenditure. 

The  refolution  was  then  read  and  agreed  to,  and  the  Houfe 
was  refumed,  and  afterwards  adjourned. 

Monday^  2'^d  jifrU. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  receiving  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  being  read,  Mr.  Gilbert  brought 
up  the  Report,  which  having  been  read  a  firft  tim®,  and  tlie 
quellion  put,  "  That  this  refolution  be  read  a  fecond 
««  time," 

Sir  Grey  Cooper,  remarked,   that  he  had  paid  the  utmoft  Sir  Grey 
attention  to  every  word  of  the  fpeech  of  the  right  honoura-  ^oop"- 
ble  gentleman,  in  which,  with  his  ufual  ability  and  addrefs, 
he  had  laid  before  the  Committee  gf  Ways  and  Means  on 
Friday  laft  the  ftate  of  the  national  expenditure  and  income 
for  the  prefent  current  year.     The  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman ftated  the  fupplies  voted  for  the  navy,  army,  and 
ordnance  fervicds,  and  for  the  deficiency  of  the  funds;  he  efti- 
mated  the  amount  of  the  fervices  and  demands  on  the  Pub- 
lic which  remained  to  be  voted,  and  he  had  then  aflumed 
and  undertaken  to  (hew,  that  after  making  provifion  for  all 
thofe  fervices,  and  fatisfying  all  thofe  demands,  the  ways 
and  means  would,  over  and  above  all  fuch  charges,  furniili 
a  million,  applicable  to  the  reduftion  of  the  national  debt, 
according  to  the  pl^n  eftabliflied  by  the  a<£l  of  the  laft  year, 
and  that  the  bafis  of  the  appropriation  of  this  million  was 
on  the  real  income  of  the  country.     It  was  not  his  wifli  or 
.  intention  in  any  degree  to  undervalue  or  depreciate  the  ge- 
.  neral  faculties  or  refources  of  the  narion ;  he  had  a  high 
opinion  of  the  ftrength  and  folidity  of  thofe  refources;  and  in 
the  balancing  the  accounts  of  the  prefent  year,  and  compar- 
ing the  neceffary  expenditure  with  the  aftual  or  probable  in- 
come, ho  would  not  intentionally  ftate  any  circumftance, 
•  any  iarticle,  or  any  tittle  to  the  difadvantage  of  the  real  fi- 
.  tuation  of  the  country.  Every  member  of  that  Houfe,  every 
'  man  in  the  nation  who  had  any  property,  any  intereft,  or 
any  ftake  in  it,  muft  receive  the  trueft  fatisfatf^ion  and  com- 
fort in  contemplating  a  flouriftilng  ftate  of  the  finances  of 
his  country;  and  it  was  a  moft  unpleafant  talk  to  urvdert^k^ 
to  perfuadc  hi/n  that  his  atfairs  were  not  in  fo  gooii  2l  co\x- 
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dition  as  he  had  been  taught  to  imagioe.  But  as,  accordiif  to 
his  manner  of  ftating  and  computing  the  account  of  the  car^- 
rent  year,  the  refult  came  out  materially  different  fronot  that 
which  was  laid  before  the  Committee  by  the  right  honoune 
ble  gentlemen  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  he  hoped 
the  Houfe  would  indulge  him,  as  an  old  member  and  a  per- 
fon  formerly  converfant  in  thefe  matters,  with  their  atten- 
tion for  a  fljort  time,  that  he  might  ftate;,  and,  as  Mrell  as  he 
was  able,  explain  to  them  the  ground  and  reafons  on  which| 
according  to  his  computation,  the  expenditure  and  incoipe 
of  this  year  differed  frpm  the  account  ftated  by  the  right 
honourable  gentleman:  this  would  appear  more  cleariy,  if 
the  Houfe  would  permit  him  to  lay  before  them  two  difie- 
rent  ftatements  of  the  fupply  and  ways  and  means  of  the 
year.    I'he  firfl  was  made  up  according  to  that  mode  which 
had  been  adopted  and  pra6lifed  by  that  Houfe  ever  £nce 
there  had  been  an  available  furplus  of  the  Sinking  Fund.; 
the  other  Aated  particulars  according  to  the  form  and  m^ 
thod  prefcribed  and  recommended  by  the  Seleft  Committee 
on  the  finances  of  the  preceding  year.     By  tha  old  parlia- 
mentary mode  of  ftating  the  account,  the  fupply  confiibi 
of  the  fervices  of  the  navy,  army,  ordnance,  and  miicelbr 
neous  fervices,  of  the  deficiency  of  funds  or  appropriated 
taxes,  ftated  in  accounts  of  the  furplufles  of  the  Sinki 
Fund  for  the  preceding  year,    the  deficiency  of  grants 
the  preceding  year,  and  an  eftimate  of  the  dencieiicy  of  t 
land  and  malt  taxes,  when  there  was  no  overplus  of  grani 
ftated  for  the  prei'ent  year.     In  the  Committee  of  fuj 
the  fervices  of  the  navy,  army,  and  ordnance  had  been 
ted,  and  the  deficiency  of  funds  had  been  voted :  there 
,  mained  to  be  voted  the  mifceilaneous  fervices  for  the  c 
rent  year,  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  eftimatti 
at  96,0001.    The  computation  which  he  vent^ired  to 
of  that  expence  was,    that  it  would  exceed  300,000!. 
would  not  trouble  the  Houfe  with  the  detail  from  1 
■    fuch  computation  arofe ;  he  would  only  fay,  that  into  tt 
eftimate  he  took  the  funis  voted  during  the  courfe  of  thebf 
year   for  the  American   fufFerers,    amounting  to  .62,00(}L| 
the  employment  of  convi6ls,  the  probable  expence  of 
Tying  Botany-bay  plan  into  execution,    together  with 
rious  other  articles  of  expence  which  muft  be  incurred 
contlderable  amount.     With  refpeft  to  the  ways  and  ihi 
of  the  year,  there  had  been  voted  the  land  and  malt  ta: 
2,750,0001.  and  money  in  tJi^  Exchequer  of  the  furplus 
the  Sinking  Fund  on  the  5th  of  April,   i, 226,000!.    T 
great  and  important  queftion  was,  for  what  fum  the  rij 
honourable  gentleman    (the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqii 
ajght  ventuie,  without  mamfcft.  iiAYv^^t  oS.  ^xvX\c.v^ixu»f 
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take  the  growing  produce  of  the  furplus  of  the  new  fund 
to  the  5th  of  January  1788.  Confider  the  prcfent  ftate  of 
the  binking  Fund,  compared  with  its  ftate  on  the  5th  of 
April  1786.  Towards  the  ways  and  means  of  the  laft  year 
there  was  voted  from  the  Sinking  Fund  the  furplus  on  the 
5th  of  January  1786,  582,488!.  Ditto  on  the  5th  of  April 
1786,  628,9821.  Theie  fums  fo  voted  were  the  real  and 
dAual  furplufles  at  thofe  periods  before  the  deficiency  of 
funds  for  the  preceding  year  had  been  replaced  to  the  Sinking 
Fund.  For  this  year  they  had  voted  the  fum  of  i,226,oooh 
remaining  in  the  Exchequer  on  the  5th  of  April  1787,  of 
the  furplus  of  the  Sinking  Fund  for  the  difpofition  of  Par- 
liament. But  perhaps  the  Houfe  was  not  aware,  and  many 
gentlemen  might  be  furprized  to  learn,  that  this  furplus 
on  the  5th  of  April  was  raifed  out  of  the  fum  of  i>4359392l'. 
being  carried  from  the  fupply  of  this  year  to  the  aid  of  that 
cuarter  before  the  ufual  period  :  this  arrangement  of  finance 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  admitted;  and  the  order  of 
the  Treafury  for  replacing  the  deficiency  at  this  time  was 
<5ertainly  confiftent  with  the  diredlions  of  the  a6l  of  Par- 
liament of  the  laft  year  for  that  purpofe.  But  it  muft  ne- 
verthelefs  be  admitted,  that  the  neceffity  of  carrying  this 
large  fum  to  the  Sinking  Fund  before  the  5th  of  July  might 
be  of  the  moft  ferious  and  important  confequence  to  the 
future  ftate  of  the  revenue  at  the  clofe  of  the  year.  The 
right  honourable  gentleman  took  the  growing  produce  of 
the  Sinking  Fund  laft  year  for  2,6cx5,oool. ;  bin  at  Michael- 
mas there  was  wanting  to  make  good  this  fum  more  than 
690,0001.;  and  by  comparing  what  the  Sinking  Fuml  of 

•laft  year  received  from  Lady-day  to  Michaelmas,  namely, 
X^28^,OOoL  for  the  deficiency  of  funds  in  the  preceding 
year,  with  what  it  paid  for  deficiencies  arifing  from  the  5th 
of  April  to  the  lOth  of  Odtober  1786,  namely,  774,0001. 
and  the  real  furplus  of  the  duties  above  the  charges  did  not, 
within  that  period,  amount  to  i,400)000l.  and  then  there 
was  a  deficiency  in  the  Chriftmas  quarter.  In  this  year, 
and  at  this  time  of  the  year,  the  aid  from  the  fupply  for 
the  deficiency  of  funds  was  anticipated  and  applied.  The 
quarters  at  Midfummer  and  Michaelmas  were  left  to  pay  all 
tne  charges  and  deficiencies  which  ftiould  fall  upon  them 
without  receiving  any  external  affiftance  to  enable  them  to 
bear  the  burden.  It  therefore  appeared  to  him^  that  more 
than  1,500,0001.  could  not  fafely  or  prudently  be  taken 
from  the  growing  produce  of  the  furplus  of  the  new  fund 
to  the  5th  of  January  1788 :  to  this  fum  muft  be  addecl  the 
fundry  articles  of  ways  and  means  which  the  right  honoura- 
ble gentleman  had  taken,  to  the  amount  of  1,492,0001. 
Here  Sir  Grey  Cooper  ftated  the  Exft  3lCC0\xyvX^  \i^  vi^ixOix 
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it  appeared,  that  in  the  comparing  of  the  fupply  wij^h  thq 
ways  and  means  of  the  year  there  was  a  disficiency  of  in- 
come to  the  amount  of  1,381,179!.  With  refped^  to  fom^ 
of  thofe  articles  there  feeihed  reafon  to  apprehend,  that  they 
would  Kidt,  in  the  courfe  of  the  year,  bring  to  the  Exche- 
quer'the  whole  of  what  was  computed  to'be  their  available 
produce.  He  apprehended,  that  in  th^  fum  of  4o6,o6ol. 
taken-  as  the  refult  of  the  afleflir^ent  of  certain  new  taxes, 
there  would  be  a  cohfiderable  failure  and  deficiency.  The 
fum  of  S20,oooj.  for  the  fubfiflence  of  the  army,  anfl  for 
the  viflualling  of  fliips,  might  he  due' to  the  Public' frpni 
'the  Eaft-lndia  Company;  but  was  it  certain  or  prqbahle  that 
this  i'nfttilifnent  of  the  debt  would  be  paid  before  Chi;iftma5, 
or  everi  Lady-day  next  ?  The  computed  increafe  of  revenue 
from  the  commercial  treaty  and  tjie  confolidating  a^  was- 
taken  at  ioo,oo6l. ;  this  feejned  a  fangulue  and  over-rated 
calculation;  but  be  that  as  it  might,  there  muft  i>e  fet 
■  againrt  that  eftimate  the  infallible  diminution  of  duties  in 
confecjuence  of  the  French  treaty.  The  redudlion  of  jhc 
duties  on  Portugal,  Spanilh,  and  French  wines  would  de- 
falcate from  the  revenue  of  cuftoms  and  excile  at  "leaft 
200,oool.  and  the  redudlion  of  the  duties  on  imported  fpi- 
rits,  in  conformity  to  the  French  treaty  and  for  previentioq 
of  fmuggling,  would  4inii"'fh  the  revenue  of  excjfe  to'  the 
amount  of  more  than  20050001.  '  He  meant  that  this  dimi- 
nution would  fall  on  the  prefeht  year;  but  he  admitted  -thaf 
in  future  thfe.difficiilties  laid  on  the  fmugglers'jiy  the  i^- 
duftion  might  occafion  a  greater  legal  importation,  and'coni- 
penfate  by  degrees'  the.  prefent  facrifice  of  duties  to  that 
great  objeft.  •  cHe  would  not  trefpafs  on  the  patience  of  the 
JHoiife  farther  thaii  to  lay  before  them  the  ftatement  of  the 
account  according  to  the  mode  prefcribed  by  the  Commit^ 
tee,  which  cdrtainly  was  the  moft  fimple  and  moft  'diflindt 
iand  intelligible  method,  and  placed  the  income  and  expen- 
diture in  the  cleared  light.     .  • 

Here  he  flated  at  length  the  annual  account  of  expendl^ 
tuj^e  and  revenue,  made  lip  accprding  to  the  form  prefented 
by  the  Committee  of  the  laft"  year;  and  by  that  account 
the  total  of  the  fupply  for  the  current  year  amounted  to  " 

The  total  of  ways  and  means  to  .       iSj70i,9,2c 
Deficiency    £.       ?3i?5SS 

If  there  fhould  be  any  errors  proved  in  the  flatements,  he 
would  mbft  rcadHy  correft  themj  and  feel  himfelf  happy  W 
be  convinced,  that  the  revenue  of  the  kingdom'was  likely 

•■•:■•    •^   t6 
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\o  ftand  in  a  better  pofture  at  the  end  o(  thfe  y^ar  than  tliat 
ih  which  it  prefchted  itfelf  to  his  judgement. 

Lord  Newhaven  remarked;  that  the  account  ftruck  him  Lor 
in  ^  very  different  way,  and  in  a*  manner  more  fatisfaftory  Ncwha' 
than  it  appeaired  to  ftrik^  the  honourable  Baronet.  His  Lord- 
fhip  then  went  through  the  various  items  of  the  fupply  aqd 
Annual  expenditure  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  the  way s^  and 
means  on  the  other ;  and  thienc6  made  it  ovit,  that  the  ways 
and  m'eans  exceeded  the  fupply  to  the  amount  of  nine  hurt- 
tfr^d  thou'fand  pounds. 

Mr.  SUele  went  over  the  arguments  urged  by  the  Chin*  Mr.  3tc 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  preceding  Friday,  applying 
them  one  by  one  to  the  feveral  items  of  the  ways  and 
means  and  fupply,  in  the  nlanner  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  done,  in  order  to  fliew  the  honourable  Baro- 
net on  what  grounds  of  calculation  it  was  that  his  right  ho* 
nourable  friend  had  been  enabled  to  fatisfy  the  Committee, 
-that  notwithftanding  the  deficiency  in  the  Cuftomslaft  year^ 
for  two  ftated  and  fufficiently  accountable  real'ons,  they  haJ 
been  able  to  apply  250>OOOl.  each  of  tlie  four  quarters,  to- 
wards the  diminution  of  the  national  debt,  and  were  now 
able  to  itate  that  there  would  be  a  furplus  in  favour  of  the 
Public  on  balancing  the  total  amount  of  the  ways  and 
means  againft  the  total  amount  of  the  fupply,  without  im- 
pofing  any  frefli  taxes  on  the  People,  If  gentlemen  were 
not  fatisfied  with  that  manner  and  mode  of  calculation,  he 
wiflied  them  to  come  forward  with  their  own  mode  of  cal- 
culation, and  to  IhetY  in  what  better  manner  the  accounts 
could  be  dated. 

'Mir.  Sberidun  obferved,-that  notwithftanding  the  formidable  Mr.  She 
dilemma  into  which  the  honourable  gentleman,  who  I'poke  ridao. 
laft  but  one,  had  put  the  Houfe,  by  declaring,  that  if  they 
difliked  the  manner  in  which  the  minifter  had  ftated  the  arti- 
cles of  bis  budget,  he  wiflied  they  would  come  forward  with 
their  mode  of  calculation,  and  (hew  how  the  accounts  ought 
to  be  made  out,  he  certainly  ftiould  perfift  in  the  exercife  of 
his  undoubted  right  to  find  fault  with  the  Minifter's  budget,' 
wherever  he  faw,  or  thought  he  faw  caufe  of  blame,  and  look 
for  amepdment  to  them,  without  feeling  himfelfat  all  bound 
to  fuggeft  the  means  of  it.  Mr.  Sheri:dan  proceeded  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  Report  of  the  revenue  Com- 
mittee of  laft  year,  obferving  that  the  right  honourably  gen- 
tleman, who  had  been  chairman  to  that  Committee,  was  not 
then  in  the  Houfe.  [Mr.  Grenville  at  that  moment  (hewing 
himfelf,  Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  he  begged  pardon,  he  faw  th« 
right  honourable  gentleman,  and  as  he  was  forthcoming,  he 
heartily  wifhed  his  revenue  might  be  fort\\coiivvw^Y!S«L&^\feI\ 
ti^Aill  ffer£/ied  in  malnu'm'ihg  that  the  Kepoxv^^  ^^^^^^ 
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had  alluded  was  fallaciouflv  made  up,  and  that  every  one  o{ 
the  predif^ions  which  he  nad,  in  the  courfe  of  the  lafi  year 
hazarded,  as  to  the  deficiency  of  the  ways  and  meani, 
were  this  year,  fully  verified  and  confirmed.  The  honoar- 
able  Baronet,  who  fat  near  him,  had  proved  in  a  manner  per« 
Tedly  fatisfa£tory  to  his  mind,  that  there  was  a  very  great  de« 
ficlency  in  the  ways  and  means  as  ilated  by  the  Minifter  in 
the  opening  of  the  budget,  on  Friday,  and  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  endeavoured  to  anfwer  the  honourable  fiaronet,  cer- 
tainly had  failed  in  his  attempt.  Mr.  Sheridan  went  over  the 
^irticles  of  the  fupply,  enumerating  them  feverally,  and  diftin- 
guifhing  fuch  as  were  voted,  from  fuck  as  remained  to  be  vot- 
ed^ and  dwelt  for  fome  lime  on  the  mifcellaneous  fervices« 
After  going  through  the  whole,  he  proceeded  to  notice  the 
ways  and  means  which,  he  faid,  confifted  of  fix  articles.  The 
firft  he  mentioned  was,  the  hundred  thoufand  pounds,^  to  be 
drawn  from  the  cambric,  and  tbe  confolidated  duties.  In 
making  out  that  article,  forty  thoufand  pounds  were  taken  by 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  for  the  duty  on  cambrics, 
which  left  60,000  pounds  For  the  confolidation  of  duties;  a 
fum  for  which  he  was  altogether  at  a  lofs  to  account,  finice 
when  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ftated  his  plan  to  the 
public,  he  had  not  taken  credit  for  near  fo  much,  biit  had 
merely  talked  of  eighteen  or  twenty  thoufand  pounds.  [Mr. 
Pitt  faid  acrofs  the-  table,  eighty  ihoulind.]  Mr.  Sheridan 
perfifted  that  the  fum  mentioned  by  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  been  no  more  than  i8,oool.  or  20,000.  and  that 
as  likely  to  arife  from  the  alteration  of  the  fraQions  of  fum* 
payable  for  duties  into  integrals.  But  it  was  evident,  fixty 
thoufand  pounds  thus  had  been  levied  upon  the  public  in  new 
taxes,  and  that  in  fo  filent  and  concealed  a  way,  that  he  was 
convinced  that  Houfe  generally  had  been  unapprifed  of  the 
fa6t  till  that  moment.  This  being  the  cafe,  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  had  no  right  to  boaft  of  a  furplus,  without  his 
being  under  the  necefTity  of  impofing  new  taxes.  The  nexf 
article  of  the  ways  and  means  was  the  firfl  fingular  article  to 
put  into  the  Minifter's  Budget  that  he  had  ever  heard  of:  It 
was  two  hundred  and  fifty  thoufand  pounds  for  an  expe£ted 
increafe  of  the  cufloms,  on  account  of  a  fpring  of  trade.  He 
ridiculed  the  idea  of  a  fpring  of  trade,  and  contended,  that 
even  if  any  great  increafe  fhould  take  place,  it  muft  produce 
650,0001.  before  it  could  yield  the  250,000!.  In  order  to  ex- 
plain this,  Mr.  Sheridan  faid  the  redudlion  of  the  duties  on 
fpirits  and  wines  would  make  a  deficiency  of  400,000!.  and  he 
argued  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ought,  when  he 
let  loofe  fo  large  a  portion  of  revenue,  to  have  provided  a  fub- 
ftitute  to  have  made  good  the  deficiency.  He  objefted  to  the 
j20j00oh  expefted  to  be  paid  by  the  Eaft  India  Company  foe 
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the  pay  of  the  regiments  of  Britiih  troops  ferving  in  Indian  de* 
glaring  his  firm  belief,  that  the  Company  neither  would  nor 
could  advance  the  money  this  prefent  year.    Notwithflanding 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  over  the  way  (Mr.  Grenville) 
had  on  Friday  laft  declared,  with  fo  much  confidence,  that  he 
had  every  reafon  to  regard  the  affairs  of  the  India  Company 
SIS  in  a  mod  profperous  and  flourifhing  dtuation,  anu  that  he 
drew  that  opinion  from  the  laft  accounts  which  came  home 
from  India,  he  was  of  a  contrary  opinion,  and  fo  much  fo 
upon  the  very  ground  where  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
had  refted  his  opinion,  the  laft  accounts  received  from  India^ 
that  he  would  move  for  thofe  accounts  to  be  laid  before  the 
Houfe,  and  if  the  right  honourable  gentleman  and  his  friends 
flirunk  from  that  motion,  the  Houfe  would  judge  for  itfelf, 
\irhich  aflertion  was  moft  deferving  of  credit,  that  of  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  or  that  which  he  had  juft  made. 
Upon  the  whole  of  the  ways  and  means,  there  was  a  real  de* 
ficiency,  and  however  it  might  be  gloiled  over,  a  day  would 
arrive  when  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  wifli  he 
had  ventured  to  come  boldly  forward  with  fome  decifive  mea- 
fure  applicable  to  the  real  fituation  of  the  country.     With 
regard  to  the  army  favings,  and  cafual  fums  which  might  arife 
from  the  balances  of  accountants  being  paid  in,  and  from  the 
taxes  being  rendered  more  produdive, — thofe  the  right  ho'* 
nourable  gentleman  would  find  he  ought  not  to  reckon  upon« 
if  he  conlidered  that  there  were  provifions  fooner  or  later  to 
be  made  on  account  of  the  Royal  Family,  the  loyalifts,  and 
for  other  fervices,  which  muft  demand  fums  far  larger  than 
the  produce  of  the  fums  in  queftion.     He  ought,  therefore, 
not  to  periiil  in  an  over-fanguine  opinion,  that  his  refources 
were  fully  adequate  to  the  pofTible  expences  of  the  year,  but 
manfully  look  the  fitoation  of  the  country  in  the  face,  exa- 
mine it  thoroughly,  and  meet  it  with  an  adequately  bold  and 
decifive  meafure,  and  not  refort  to  little  fliifting  pradlices  of 
changing  the  mode  of  colleding  this  and  that  tax,  fo  as  to 
diilurb  the  whole  fyftem  of  revenue  collefkions,  to  the  infi- 
nite vexation  and  perplexity  of  the  fubjeft,  who  was  fo  teized 
and  harrafled  by  thefe  perpetual  alterations,  that  they  fcarcely 
knew  what  the  taxes  were  that  his  money  was  demanded  for, 
oor  what  the  tmc  laws  were  under  which  he  lived.     Mr.  She- 
ridan perfifted  in  his  former  declaration  that  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  the  laft  year  had  been  delufive,  and  faid,  he  had 
a  propofition  to  offer  which  was  for  the  inftitution  of  a  new 
Committee;  not  a  Committee  made  up  of  paymafters  of  the 
forces,  and  the  immediate  friends  and  fupporters  of  the  Mi- 
nifter,  nor  of  men  connected  with  party,  but  a  fair  and  im- 
partial Committee,  conftituted  of  perfons  perfectly  indepen^ 
dent  and  unconoefled  politically.  Such  men  were  \.Q\^i^\ve\\ 
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in  that  Hoafc;  and  from  a  Committee  fo  conftituted,  the 
Houft  might  expeft  a  juft  and  authentic  account  of  the  real 
ftate  of  the  finances  of  the  country,  vfpon  which  ithey  mirtt 
iafely  rely  and  proceed  to  ground  fuch  meafures  as  were  abli> 
lutely  neceflary  to  convince  all  the  world,  that  they  had  re- 
ally gone  to  the  bottom  of  their  affairs,  and  were  determined 
to  put  them  upon  a  propeV  footing.  Mr.  Sheridan  read  from 
the  Journals,  the  firing  of  refolutions  relative  to  the  Re|>ortof 
laft  year's  Committee  which  he  had  moved  on  the  fourth  of 
May  laft,  all  of  which  had  been  ncgntived,one  only  ezceptedi 
He  reafoned  upon  thefe  refolutions,  and  contended,  that  they 
had,  every  one  of  them,  been  verified  by  what  had  fincc  hap*  ft 
pened.  After  offering  to  pledge  his  credit  with  the  Houfe,^] 
that  the  total  of  the  fupply,  for  the  two  next  years,  would 
amount  to  thirty-two  millions,  Mr,  Sheridan  concluded  with 
moving,  that  the  refolutions  of  the  4lh  of  May  laft  might 
be  read. 

They  were  read  accordingly  as  follows:  • 

"  That  the  expefted  annual  amount  of  tlic  national  in* 
**  come  ftated  in  the  Report  of  the  SelecSl  Committee  appoint- 
**  ed  to  inquire  into  the  public  income  and  erxpenditure,  ap* 
•*  pears  in  no  rcfpe^l  to  have  been  calculated  upon  the  ave- 
"  rage  receipts  of  any  number  of  years,  but  is  eftimated' 
•*  upon  the  produce  of  one  year  only,  and  fixed  at  thc- 
•*  amount  of  the  fame,  with  the  addition  of  the  probable  ip-  ■ 
**  creafe  upon  the  new  taxes.  - 

"  That  it  appears,  that  the  amount  of  the  annual  ex* 
•*  penditure  as  oppofed  to  the  amount  of  the  public  income  ' 
•*  fo  calculated,  is  not  a  ftatement  of  the  prcfent.  exiftin|;  • 
•'  expenditure,  or  of  that  which  muft  exift  for  fome  Vearj 
*•  to  come,  but    is  formed  upon    the  probable  redufiioni 
"  which   it  is   alledged  will  have  taken  place  towards  the  i 
•'  end  of  the  year  1791,  in  the  profpeft  of  a  permanent  ' 
**  peace. 

"  That  the  different  branches  of  revenue,   in  the  period 
•'  upon  which  the  future  is  calculated,  appear  to  have  been 
"  fingularly  produAive,  particularly  in   the  cuftoms,    and  ' 
"  greatly  to  have  exceeded  the  amount  of  the  prefent  year 
"with  which  alone  it  is  contrafted.  .1 

"  That  it  dofes  not  appear  that  any  means  were  taken| 
**  nor  information  called' for,  nor  any  examination  enter- 
*'  ed  into  by  the  faid  Committee,  in  order  to  afccvtaia 
**  whether  fuch  increafe  of  revenue  had  arifen  from  caufes 
•*  which  were  likly  to  have  a  permanent  operation,  or  other-  ^ 
*«  ynik.  -■  ' 

•'  That  fuch  an  inveftigation  is  indifpenfably  neceffafy  he*  . 
^*  fore  this  Houfe  can,  with  confidence,  calculate  by  the  pro* 

«  ducc 
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Luce  of  one  year,  the  fuppofed  future  ai^ovnt  of  the  public  . 

iDCome. 

:*  That  the  uncertainty  of  eftimating,  by  fuch  a  crite- 
rion, the  expedted  future  produce  of  the  revenue  is  ftill 
p^op  evident,  upon  a  coraparifon  of  the  quarter  ending 
the  5th  of  April  laft,  with  the  fame  quarter  in  the  preced- 
ing year,  upon  which  the  future  inpome  is  calculated,  by 
which  coxnpa^ifon  it  appears,   that  the  amount  of  the 
latter  quarter  is  inferior  by  the  fum  of  i88,2i5L  13s  4d. 
in  the  branch  of  the  cuftoms  to  the  former, 
**  That  in  the  faid  Report  there  are  certain  articles  of  re- 
ceipt erroneouily  ftated,  as  proper  to  he  added  to  the  future 
annual  income,  and  other  articles  of  expence,  erroneouQjr 
emitted,  to  be  added  to  the  expenditure. 
<f  That  the  total  expedled  amount  of  the  future  amiual 
receipt  isftated  in  the  faid  Report  to  be  15,397,471!. 
«  That  the  fums  voted,  and  to  be  voted,  for  the  fervice  of 
the  year  1786,  including  the  intereft  and  charges  of  the 
public  debt,  confiderably  exceeds  that  fum. 
**  That  the  means. by  which  the  deficiency  is  to  be  made 
good,  afife  from  aids  and  debts,  which  belong  to  tlie  prefent 
year  only. 

*«  That  there  is  no  furplus  income  applicable  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  public  debt  now  exiftjng. 
"  That  a  furplus  income  in  the  enfuing  quarters  can  arifc 
only  by  the  renewal  of  a  loan  for  an  extraordinary  million^ 
borrowed  upon  Exchequer  bills  in  the  laft,  and  charged 
upon  the  fupply  of  the  prefent  year,  and  which  loan  it 
would  be  imneceflary  to  make,  but  for  the  purpofe  of  pro- 
curing the  faid  furplus. 

••  "ThVit  any  extraordinary  increafe  of  Exchequer  bills, 
contrary  to  a  former  pr»dice  in  the  time  of  peace,  is  an  in* 
expedient  anticipation  of  that  affiftance  which  the  Govern- 
ment might  receive  in  the  cafe  of  any  circumftancc  ren- 
dering if  neceflary  to  ftrengthen  the  ftate  of  our  national 
preparation. 

•*  That  the  faving  to  the  public  upon  the  intereft  of  money 
borrowed  In  this  way,  is  rendered  improbable  or  preca- 
rious, by  the  neceffity  which  will  arife  for  the  more  fpeedy 
ifluingfuch  bills,  in  order  that  the  obie£l  for  which  the  loan 
it  made^  may  be  punftually  and  effeftually  anfwered  ;  nor 
even  ihould  fuch  favings  accrue,  will  it  compenfate  for  the 
difadvantages  above  fiated. 

•<  That  admitting  that;  by  the  foregoing  means,  the  ex- 
peAed  furplus  will  arife  upon  the  three  quarters  next  en- 
iiilrig,  ahd  that  henceforward  one  million  annually  is  to  be 
applied  to  the  redCi£tioh*of  the  debt,  it  appears  that  there 
Will  tbeh  beaiD  interval  of  nearly  f&ur  years  befoxe  tVit  com« 


15^  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  xySj^ 

^  mencement  of  that  permanent  peace  eftablifliment  which 
'<  is  tofurnifh,  in  the  redyflion  of  fervices,  900,0CX>I;  ofdw 
•*  cxpefted  million  furpl us. 

**  That  in  this  period  it  appears  from  the  vouchers  ann«- 
•*  ed  to  the  faid  Report,  and  other  papers  before  this  Honfe^ 
*'  that  a  fum,  amounting  to4,oio,ocx)).  befides  two  miliioni 
^*  due  to  the  Bank,  making  together  the  fum  of  6,010,0001 
*^  will  be  deficient  and  wanting,  over  apd  above  the  flated  an* 
**  nual  income." 
Mr.Dundas"  Mr.  Z)^;{^a5  declared,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  baj 
put  him  into  an  aukward  fituation,  and  he  would  tell  the 
Houfe  what  he  meant.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  talk- 
ed of  calling  for  the  lad  accounts  from  India.  Now,  there  was 
nothing  which  he  fo  much  defired,  as  to  (late  to  that  Hon6 
the  real  fituation  of  the  Eail-India  Company's  aflFairs ;  but  be 
was  prevented  from  fo  doing  by  the  exiftence  of  the  Secret 
Committee,  who  were  employed  in  preparing  articles 'of  im- 
peachment againfl:  Mr.  Haftings,  and  by  being  a  member  (i 
which,  he  prefumed  the  honourable  gentleman  bad  been  en- 
abled to  get  the  information  relative  to  India,  at  which  he 
bad  hinted  in  the  courfe  of  his  fpeech.  Mr.  Dundas  £irthef 
explained  himfelf,  ftating  that  he  had  been  exceedingly  anxi- 
ous to  lay  before  that  Houfe,  at  a  proper  period,  the  account 
of  the  Company's  affairs;  that  he  thought  that  that  precife  !«■ 
riod  had  come,  when  the  Bengal  and  Swallow  packets  arriT- 
ed;  and  he  accordingly  prepared  to  fulfil  his  purpofe,  and  hai 
at  that  moment,  the  refolutions  which  he  meant  to  mofO 
ready  written;  but  in  order  to  ground  them  fatisfadorily  10 
the  Houfe,  it  was  neceffary  to  preface  them,  with  laying  be- 
fore the  Houfe  the  accounts  from  which  the  inferences  they 
flated  were  drawn.  In  order  to  do  this,  he  had  fent  to  KM 
auditor  of  the  Company  to  put  the  accounts  lad  receiteJ 
from  India  into  a  proper  fhape  to  belaid  before  Parliament,  airf 
learnt  that  it  would  take  up  ten  days  or  a  fortnight  fotoprt^ 
pare  them,  but  that  the  auditor  could  not  be  fpared  to  doif| 
without  putting  a  flop  to  the  progrefs  of  the  Secret  CoflP 
mittee.  As  the  bufinefs  of  the  Committee  was  extremely  pitt 
fing,  he  iiad  been  reduced  to  the  neceifity  of  giving  way  COitf 
and  obliged,  however  reludlantly,  to  poftpone  his  intention  til 
the  next  feffion,  when,  he-would,  on  the  firft  poifihle  difi 
bring  forward  the  fubjedt,  lay  the  proper  accounts  beforetbef 
Houfe,  and  move  his  refolutions,  meaning  that  they  IhonUl 
remain  on  the  journals  as  matters  to  be  referred  to,  on  wof 
fubfequent  occafion,  in  order  that  the  Houfe  might  have  §!•  , 
ed  and  certain  fa£ls  to  ground  their  arguments  upon  in  ff  i 
ture,  whenever  the  flate  of  the  Company's  affairs  ihouM  h  j 
brought  under  difcufTion.  Mr.  Dundas  declared  the  not  iM*  i 
ing  able  to  open  what  he  might  term  his  Indian  budget  tht  { 
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.year,  was  a  matter  of  ferious  mortification  tohim;  but  thus 
much  he  would  fay,  that  whenever  he  fliould  do  fo,  it  would 
be  a  proud  day,  and  a  day  of  triumph  for  this  country. 
"Flattering  as  he  thought  the  ftate  of  our  affairs  at  home,  and 
(confident  as  he  was  ofihe  care  which  would  be  taken  of 
them  by  the  prefent  Adminiftration,  the  profpeft  which  they 
prefented  was  darknefs  oppofed  to  light  itfelf,  when  compared 
'with  the  profpe6l  prefented  by  the  ftate  of  affairs  in  liidia. 
In  Icfs  than  ten  years,  he  declared,  the  Company  would  not 
have  a  debt  of  a  fingle  rupee  in  India,  and  he  mentioned  other 
particulars  of  a  moft  favourable  afpect,  in  that  quarter  of  the 
''  globe.  He  therefore  having  fuch  a  fatisfaftory  detail  to  ftate 
to  the  Houfe,  could  not  but  feel  extremely  aukward  to  find 
himfelf  incapable  of  anfwering  the  honourable  gentleman's 
challenge,  becaufe  he  was  embarraffed  by  that  Committee, 
the  members  of  which  certainly  had  it  in  their  power  to  re- 
fort  to  the  laft  accounts  from  India,  and  to  bint  at  the  con- 
tents of  any  fingle  paper,  without  having  compared  it  with 
other  papers,  and  then  drawing  from  the  whole  what  was 
the  true  refult. 

Mr.  Dundas  explained  to  the  Houfe  the  nature  and  ground 
of  the  demand  of  3^0,000!.  on  the  Eaft-India  Company ; 
and  faid,  that  by  the  claufe  of  the  aft  of  the  21ft  of  the 
prefent  King,  the  Company  were  to  pay  two  lacks  of  ru- 
pees for  the  fubfiftence  of  every  regiment  of  Britifli  troops 
ferving  in  India,  confifting  of  a  certain  number  of  battalions, 
?    and  the  payment  was  to  be  made  at  the  time  in  India.     The 
Company  having  been  unable  to  make  the  payment  in  India, 
I .    the  Treafury  had  advanced  the  money,  and  thence  the  debt 
; ,  arofe.    Nor  was  that  all  of  the  Company's  debt.     Their 
:  ,  debt,  on  account  of  the  army  alone,  was  500,000!.  and  for 
vi&ualling,  &c.  nearly  a  million  was  due   in  the   whole. 
;  »  The  Court  of  Direftors  had  refufed  payment  here,  contend- 
1^    ing  that  the  payment,  according  to  the  aft,  ought  to  be 
ir    made  in  India;  but  they  forgot  that  it  ought  to  have  beea 
?    there  in  the  firft  inftance,  and  that  the  Treafury  having  ad  • 
J  'Vanced  the  money,  gave  them  a  right  to  demand  payment  in 
^    London, '  inftead  of  going  circuitoufly  to  work,  fending  10 
■  India  for  a  bill  or  bills  on  Leadenhall-ftreet,  and  then  ulti- 
j    mately  going  to  Leadenhall-ftreet  for  payment. 
.         Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  that  if  the  honourable  gentle-  iv^r  Chan- 
man  (Mr.  Sheridan)  had  any  thing  to  fay,  by  way  of  ex-  <^^lIor^i«« 
planation,  or  with  a  view  to  clear  up  anv  point  in  which  he 
jnight  fappofe  himfelf  to  have  been  milreprefcnted,  he  had 
^  certainly  a  fair  right  to  be  heard  a  fecond  time;  but,  even, 
~  if  he  wiflied  to  enter  again  into  argument  on  the  fubjeft,  if 
^he  was  defirous  of  introducing  new  matter,  or  ot  ^nm^VvWvcv^ 
•»and  dihting-on  that  which  ho  had  alroadv  offered,  Vv^  ftioxA^^ 
.    Vol.  XXII.  X  "^^ 
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be  extremely  willing  to  difpenfe  with  the  rules  of  the  Houft^ 
in  favour  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  particularly  if  what 
he  had  farther  to  fay,  was  as  little  calculated  as  his  former 
argument,  to  efFeft  what  mufl  certainly  be  his  only  obje£k— 
a  refutation  of  the  favourable  flatement,  which  on  Friday 
laft  he  had  made  of  the  refources  and  finances  of  the  coun- 
try.    The  honourable  gentleman  had  in  anfwer  to  him  on 
that  day,  complained  of  the  neceffity  he  was  lender  of  being 
extremely  brief  on  the  fubjeft  then  before  the  Hoiife,  for  the 
want  of  fufficient  materials  to  furnifh  out  a  fpeech  of  proper 
length ;  but  this  defedt  he  had  now  remedied,  by  looking  for» 
and  introducing  topics  entirely  foreign  from,  and  unconnedked 
vith  the  queftion.     To  what  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
faid  of  the  fituation  of  the  Eafl-India  Company's  affairs,  and 
to  the  miferable  picture  which  he  had  drawn  0?  the  revenues 
in  Bengal,  he  fhould  for  the  prefent  give  no  anfwer,  it  beinj 
a  difcuffion  in  no  way  afFedling  that  on  which  the  Houle 
^was  then  engaged.     But  he  was  not  furprifed  to  fee  his  right 
honourable  friend  give  way  to  the  temptation  which  he  muft 
naturally  feel  on  a  fubjeft  in  which  he  was  fo  immediately 
and  officially  concerned,  to  defeat  and  contradidt  at  the  in- 
ftant,  fo  dangerous  and  fo  unfounded  a  miftatement  as  that 
made  by  the  honourable  gentleman.     The  Houfe  would  fooD- 
be  enabled  to  judge  of  the  real  fituation  of  the  Elaft-India 
Company's  finances,  both  at  home  and  abroad,  when  all  the 
papers  and  documents  relative  to  that  fubjedt  could  be  pre- 
pared for  their  infpedtion,  and  which,  but  for  the  circum^ 
fiances  Hated  by  his  right  honourable  friend,  would  have 
long  fmce  have  been  ready,  and  the  honourable  gentleman?s 
mifreprefentations  have  proved  thereby  anticipated,  and  no 
opportunity  given  him  of  mi  Heading  the  ^  Houfe    and  ttje 
Public  by  partial  ftatementSj  and  quotations  from  detached 
and  fuigle  papers  or  correfpondences,  of  which  he  had  fo 
amply  availed  himfelf.     As  to  the  circumftances  which  gftve 
rife  to  this  difcuffion  of  the  Company's  affairs,  the  fum.^f 
400,0001,  to  be  paid  by  them,  and  which  he  had  ftated  to  ^ 
Houfe  as  an  item  of  ways  and  means  on  Friday  laft;  on 
that  he  wifhed  the  honourable  gentleman  woi:|ld  continue 
filent,  until  he  fliould,  by  proper  intimation  on  the  poin^ 
be  competent  to  underftand  it.     The  information  was  not  al 
yet  before  the  Houfe,  but  before  it  came  to  be  difcufled,  thece 
ihould  be  fufficient  documents  on  the  table  to  enable  gentlr 
men  to  judge,  whether,  under  the  aft  of  1781,  and  coupliif 
with  it  the  prefent  fituation  of  the  Company,  there  wasitny 
Ihadow  of  right  in  them  to  difpute  thejuftice  of  the  d^    I 
mand,  or  any  reafon  why  this  was  an  improper  time  foreo- 
forclng  it.  In  faft,  fo  little  pretence  was  there  for  fuch  reJfi^ 
©/  tbs  right,  that  a  much  larger  l\wa\  viomYcl  SdVl  x^ivnain  dn^ 
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even  after  this  was  paid;  for  the  whole  amounted  to  above  a 
million;  50090CX)L  on  account  of  the  army,  and  fomething 
more  than  that  fum  for  the  navy.  How  inconfiftent,  he 
obferved,  was  it  to  fee  the  honourable  gentleman  become  fo 
asealous  an  advocate  to  proteft  the  Company  from  the  pay- 
ment of  a  ju?t  and  fair  debt,  who  had  foimerly,  with  equal 
2eal,  afiifted  in  pufliing  forward  a  meafure  calculated  to  de- 
prive t-hem  of  every  property  which  they  poffefled,  as  a  body 
corporate — and  what  an  extraordinary  alteration  of  fenti- 
ment  rouft  have  followed  the  changes  which-  had  fince  that 
period  taken  place — when  he,  who  in  one  fituation,  would 
defpoil  thofe  of  that  which  they  poffeffed  by  charter,  would, 
in  another,  endeavour  to  fkreen  them  from  the  payment  of 
that  to  which  the  Public  were  entitled  by  law. 

The  honourable  gentleman  had  denied  that  he  had  ever 
heard  from  him,  of  any  greater  annual  fum  being  expeflcd 
from  the  confolidation  bill,  except  about  from  18  to  22,ocol. 
befides  the  amount  of  the  duty  on  cambric.  He  wopld  not 
take  upon  himfelf  to  fay  whether  it  might  not  be  the  fadt 
-that  the  honourable  gentleman  never  had  heard  of  any  thing 
more,' but  if  he  had  not,  it  muft  have  been  in  confequence 
6f  his  not  being  prefent  when  he  had  laid  the  plan  of  confo- 
lidation firft  before  the  Houfe.  He  would  remind  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  of  what  he  had  then  flated ;  he  had  cer- 
tainly ilated  a  fum  equal  to  that  mentioned  by  the  honoura- 
ble gentleman,  but  he  had  ftated  it  only  as  the  expe£(ed 
amount  of  what  would  probably  arife  from  that  part  of  the 
plan  which  went  to  the  advancing  fractions  to  integrals.  But 
he  had  alfo  ftated  a  tax  upon  timber  and  on  drugs.  Nay,  he 
had  reafoned  upon  the  former  of  thofe  two  laft-mentioncd 
articles,  and  had  explained  to  the  Houfe  other  motives,  be- 
fides  barely  thofe  of  revenue,  for  making  them  fubjedl  to  the 
tax  in  the  particular  form  which  was  intended — and  he  re- 
membered that  .part  of  the  plan  was  debated,  as  he  had 
thought,  by  the  honourable  gentleman  himfelf,  but  certain- 
ly by  fome  of  thofe  who  ufually  afted  with  him ;  he  fup- 
pofed,  however,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  had  found 
fomething  better  to  occupy  his  thoughts,  by  his  having  f<i 
entirely  forgotten  it. 

The  honourable  gentleman  had  recurred  to  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  of  laft  year,  and  had  renewed  his  old  objec- 
tions againft  it,  and  that  almoft  exadlly  in  the  fame  ftateand 

•  manner  in  which  he  had  before  attacked  it ;  he  had  even  ar- 
gued againft  it  upon  the  authority  and  credit  of  his  own 

'former  arguments,  and  by  way  of  comprefling  them   into 
thecompaffof  a  flngle  fpeech,  had  quoted  his  own  refolu- 

'  tions  which  he  had  laft  propofed  to  the  Howfe,  Vixit  ^V  ot 
wbicbj  upon  (bmc  obfervations  made  in  autwei  VoVvvcaV^ 
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his  right  hoqonrable  friend  (Mr.  Grenville)  had  be^n  xejeiMi 
without  a  divifion.  The  hpriQurable  gentleman  had  goiKj 
upon  the  idea,  that  becaufe  one  million  of  Exchequer  bills 
had  been  iflued,  it  was  therefore  to  be  held,  that  we  were 
only  borrowing  a  ipillion  on  onfs  hand  to  pay  a  o^illon  on 
the  other — and  that  our  ability  to  pay  arofe  from  oilr  ctedit 
to  borrow,  and  not  from  any  adlually  exifting  'furplus. 
This  was  the  greateft  fallacy  ever  attempted  to  be  i[npofe4 
ytpon  that  Houfe;  for  the  fa6k  was,  that  thq  million  for 
which  the  Exchequer  bills  were  iflued,  was  a  debt  contra&eA 
in  the  year  1785,  on  account  of  the  extra  charges  of  the 
war,  and  not  any  part  of  the  charge  of  1786— ani  the  only 
pharge  which  could  arife  was,  not  whether  there  was  in  faa 
a  furplus  of  one  million  received  into  the  Exchequer  ovor  and 
ibove  the  expcnces  of  the  year,  but  whether  fuch  a  furplus 
actually  exifting,  it  was  more  advifeable  to  apply  it  in  dif- 
charge  of  the  debt  of  1785,  or  of  part  of  the  three  or  fonr 
per  cents :  this  latter  was  thought  the  more  advifeable^  be- 
caufe the  intereft  on  thofe  funds,  at  their  then  price,  was 
greater  than  that  which  the  Exchequer  bills  were  then  to  ' 
bear^ 

The  honourable  gentleman -had  dwelt  much  upon  the  fum 
of  250,oooL  as  ftated  by  him  on  Friday  laft,  to  be  tl^e  pro- 
bable amount  by  which  the  cuftoms  of  the  current  year 
might  beexpefted  to  yield  an  advantage  applicable  to  the  ex* 

?>enditure  of  the  year.  But  he  had  not  ftated  that  fum  ^^ 
he  e^a£l  amount  of  what  he  expefted.  He  had  afiumedi 
and  that  on  two  fpecific  grounds,  which  he  had  fully  fiate^ 
to  the  Houfe,  that  an  increafe  to  fome  degree  muft  naturally 
take  place,  but  had  not  attempted  to  afceftain  the  extent  of 
that  increafe.  It  might,  and  there  was  fcarcely  room  for  a 
doubt,  but  it  would  be  confiderably  greater  than  the  fnm 
which  he  had  mentioned;  for,  independent  of  the  two  ob- 
vious caufes,  which,  in  the  year  1786,  had  operated  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  revenue — namely,  the  fufpenfion  of  com* 
inerce,  while  the  commercial  treaties  were  depending,  an4 
the  uncommon  badnefs  of  the  feafon  in  the  Weft-Indie»— ? 
independant  of  thofe  two  caufes  no  longer  exift:ing,  there 
were  others  which  had  taken  place,  in  themfelves  fuiBcient 
to  warrant  his  expedtations  of  a  more  favourable  year  for  the 
future — thefe  caufes  were  the  new  markets  which  had  beeik 
opened  to  the  country.  But  the: honourable  gentleman  had 
contended  that  a  fet  off  ought  to  be  made  againft  the  reve- 
nue of  the  whole  amount  of  the  re4u6lion  which  was  {o 
%dke  place  on  the  duty  on  wines — arid  he  Teemed  to  argue 
upon  this  do(Jlrine,  as  if  the  idea,  of  increafing  the  revenoei 
by  diminjlhing  the  duties,  had  Hbw  for  the  firft  tinie  Um 
hestrd  of.     He  remembered,  VnieeA,  Ns\vetv  q\v  ^  i^^tMsoc^  . 
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pafion,  a  noble  relation  of  his  [Earl  Stanhope]  now  a  meni' 
ber  of  the  other  Houfe,  had  reafoned  on  that  principle— r 
that  it  was  received  by  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  of  the 
Houfe  as  monftrous  and  abfurd,  and  that  when,  on  a  for- 
iner  occaiion, .  he  had  himfelf  reduced  the  duty  on  foreiga 
fpirits,  from  nine  fhillings  to  five,  it  was  oppofed  by  the 
fame  gentlemen  on  an  affumption  that  every  diminution  of 
duty,  muA  be  attended  with  an  aAual  lofs  ot  revenue.  But 
the  authority  of  thofe  gentlemen  was  entirely  defl:royed  by 
their  own  country  praftice;  for  when  he  had  once  propofed, 
on  the  article  of  home-made  fpirirs,  to  reftore  a  part  of  the 
4uty  which  he  had  formerly  reduced,  it  was  then  argued  by 
them,  that  by  fo  doing  the  confumption  might  be  checked, 
and  the  revenue  fuflFer  in  confequence.  Nay,  they  had  them- 
felves,  when  in  office,  recognized  the  principle;  for  they 
had  adopted  and  applied, it  to  the  article  of  Eaft-India  muflins, 
which,  from  the  greatnefs  of  the  duty,  had  been  thrown  into 
the  hands  of  the  fmuggler,  but  which,  with  a  view  to  in- 
creafe  the  revenue  they  had  reduced  to  a  much  lower  duty. 
To  prove  that  i  confiderable  increafc  of  the  legal  importation 
would  take  place,  in  confequence  of  the  reduced  duty,  he 
jlated'  the  profits  of  the  fmuggler  as  fo  trifling,  that  they 
li^ould  tend  almoft  wholly  to  difcourage  and  put  an  end  to 
jllipit  trade,  and  Ihewed,  from  the  accounts  of  the  Cuftom 
Houfe  and  Excife  Office,  between  the  period  in  which  the  lat- 
ter regulations  for  fuppreffing  of  frauds  in  the  wine  trade^ 
and  that  in  which  the  negociations- became  fo  generally 
known,  as  to  caufe  a  general  ftagnation  of  trade ;  that  the 
legal  importation,  even  under  the  old  duties^  had  increafed 
in  a  proportion  adequate  to  counterbalance  and  compenfate 
for  the  reduftion  which  was  to  take  place  in  that  article. 
His  reafon  for  ftating  the  fum  of  250,0001.  as  likely  to  be 
%be  amount  of  the  increafe  in  the  cuftoms  was,  that,  how- 
ever low  and  moderate  that  computation  proved,  it  was  fuf- 
£cient,  ^dded  to  the  other  articles  of  ways  and  means,  which 
were  certain  to  anfwer  the  whole  of  the  fupplies  of  the  pre- 
jfent  year;  but  Ihould  it  be  ftill  greater,  as  there  was  every 
reafonable  ground  to  expeft  it  would,  it  would  be  fo  much 
inore  clear  difpofable  furplus  in  the  Exchequer  for  the  fer- 
yices  of  the  next  year.  What  was  moft  extraordinary,  the 
honourable  gentleman  had  accufed  him  of  a  wilful  deception 
on  the  Houfe,  in  his  ftatement  of  the  revenues,  and  of  the 
^fehe  had  made  in  that  ftatement  of  the  finking  fund,  when, 
in  fadk,  he  was  the  firft  Minifter  who  had  ever  fuggefted  a 
plan  by  which  that  fund  was  to  be  completely  abolifhed, 
and,  in  confequence  of  which,  no  Minifter  could  in  future 
avail  himfelf  of  that  refort  to  technicals  in  ftating  the  coudv- 
j^  of  Qur  £o$u2<fOj  wbi^  had  (9  ofteu  aud  1q  &ic^^^^^>^^^ 
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been  tif^,  for  the  prote£lion  of  infolvent  funds  and  fallacious 
ftatements  of  revenues.  As  to  the  fum  of  i9226,oooL  re- 
maining in  the  finking  fund,  which  had  given  the  honourable 
gentleman  fo  much  offence,  he  did  not  know  what  to  fay  ia 
exculpation  of  himfelf,  except  that  fuch  a  fum  being  adlually 
in  the  Exchequer,  he  muft  either  apply  it  to  the  fervicc  of 
the  current  year,  or  elfe  let  it  remain  idle  and  ufelefs.  The 
honourable  gentleman  had,  with  great  folemnity,  ftaked  his 
reputation  as  a  financier  o;i  the  juftice  of  the  dodlrine  he  had 
laid  down ;  that  if  we  continued  to  keep  up  an  uniform  efta-' 
blifhment,  which  was  not  to  decreafe,  and  only  enjoyed  our 
prefent  revenue,  which  was  not  to  increafe — in  fuch  a  cafe 
we  fliould  certainly  fall  fhort  in  our  refources.  This  was  a 
faft,  which  however  the  honourable  gentleman  might  think 
it  worthy  of  fo  much  laboured  argument,  no  one  could  think 
of  difputing  with  him — but  there  was  a  certainty  that  the 
expence  of  our  eftablifliments  muft  decreafe,  and  a  great 
probability  that  our  revenue  would  improve.  At  all  events 
it  was  a  fixt  and  invariable  principle,  and  which  that  Houfe 
had  pledged  itfelf  to  the  Public  to  purfue,  to  iflue  a  million 
annually  for  the  difcharge  of  the  public  debt,  and  that,  if 
from  any  unforefeen  increafe  in  our  eftablifliments  on  the 
defalcation  of  revenue,  the  refources  of  the  nation  ihould  in 
any  year  fall  ftiort,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  Minifters  to 
fupply  fuch  deficiency  by  a  loan,  and  to  provide  a  proper 
fund  for  the  payment  of  the  intereft  of  it.  Such  a  neceflity 
had  not  yet  occurred,  and  there  was  every  reafonable  degree 
of  expeiSation  that  it  would  not  occur.  After  going  into 
minute  ftatements  and  inveftigations  of  feveral  parts  of  the 
revenue,  and  making  feveral  computations,  as  well  from  cer- 
tain averages,  as  from  correfponding  quarterly  receipts,  in 
other  years,  in  order  to  obviate  the  objeftions  advanced  againft' 
his  general  ftatement;  and  to  prove  that  his  expectations  tf 
an  increafe  in  the  revenue,  adequate  to  the  ends  for  which  he 
had  ftated  them,  were  well  founded,  he  concluded  his  fpeech 
with  fome  allufions  to  Mr.  Sheridan's  fyftem  of  finance,  and 
to  the  new  chara6ler  in  which  he  appeared— as  the  advocate 
of  the  Eaft  India  Company. 
Shcri-  M^*  Sheridan  faid,  he  would  confine  himfelf  merely  to 
explanation.  He  then  made  a  reply  to  the  feveral  reafontngs 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  of  Mr.  DundaS* 
He  charged  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  having 
mifreprefented  his  arguments,  and  faid,  he  wondered,  after 
what  had  now  come  out,  that  the  right  honourable  gentle-  " 
main  was  not  aftis^med  of  reforting  to  fuch  old  and  hacknied 
means  of  bppofing  fair  arguments,  as  talking  of  violated 
charters,  and  his  right  honourable  friend's  India  bill.  Could 
the  right  ho/iburable  gehtleiman  det\^^  i\iux.\.\»CQ\xt\.  til  \i\* 
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refers,  the  Eaft  India  Proprietors,  and  even  the  Company's 
fervants  in  India,  now  publicly  declared,  what  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  his  right  honourable  friend  at  the  time,  and  what 
had  alfo  been  faid  by  him  when  the  other  bill  was  in  agitation^ 
that  his  bill  was  a  bold,  a  manly  and  an  avowed  refumption 
of  power  which.had  been  ahufed,  and  that  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman's  bill  filched  authority,  and  did  that  in  a  co- 
vert, fneaking  underhand  way,  which  the  other  bill  did  un- 
difguifedly.     Mr.  Sheridan  juftified  his  former  argument  re- 
fpe&ing  IVIr.  Pitt's  aflertion  that  about  18  or  20,oool.  would 
be  the  amount  of  the  advantage  refulting  to  the  Public  from 
the  confolidation  of  the  duties,  and  appealed  to  the  Houfe 
whether  an  idea  had  been  entertained  by  them,  when  they 
pafled  the  bill,  that  they  were  taxing  the  people  to  the  amount 
of  between  fixty  and  eighty  thoufand  pounds  a  year.     He 
anfwered  what  had  been  laid  to  Lord  John  Cavendifh's  taking 
off  the  high  duties  on  muflins,  and  faid,  that  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  been  forced  to  confefs  it  to  be  a  good 
meafure,  as  its  extremely  beneficial  confcquences  undoubtedly 
could  vvitnefs.     He  had  not  complained  of  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman's  following  that  example,  but  of  his  having 
laid  down  a  principle,  and  afterwards  not  afted  up  to  his  own 
principle,  a  fa<3  evinced  by  him  in  refpeft  to  the  lofs  of  re- 
venue, by  the  reduced  duties  on  fpirits  and  wine.     Mr.  She- 
ridan alfo  took  notice  of  what  had  fallen  from  Mr.  Dundas, 
and  faid,  he  had  addreiTed  himfclf  to  a  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Grenville)  and  not  to  him,  when  he  talked  of 
moving  for  the  laft  accounts  from  India,  but  that  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  chofen  to  avoid  a  reply.     If  his  right 
honourable  friend,  (Mr.  Fox's)  bill  had  pafled,  there  would 
have  been  no  neceflity  for  a  right  honourable  and  learned 

Sentleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  to  come  to  the  Houfe  with  his  In- 
ian  budget,  which  he  waited,  as  he  had  declared,  to  have 
properly  ihaped.  They  all  underftood  what  Jhap'tng  Eaft- 
India  accounts  was,  but  that  (haping  would,  as  he  had  jufl 
declared,  have  been  unneceflary,  had  his  right  honourable 
friend's  bill  pafled,  as  one  of  its  operations  was  to  have 
obliged  the  accounts  of  the  Company  to  be  from  time  to 
time  laid  before  the  Houfe.  Mr.  Sheridan  again  recurred  to 
,  his  propofition  of  a  new,  a  fair,  and  an  impartial  Committee 
to  examine  and  report  the  real  Hate  of  the  revenue  and  its 
expenditure. 

Mr.  W.  Grenville  appealed  to  his  two  right  honourable  Mr.  M 
friends,  wftether  he  had  not  been  impatient  to  rife,  when  he  Grcnvi 
had  given  way  to  them,  conceiving  that  they  had  a  better 
right  to  be  hrft  heard.     It  was  not,  therefore,  as  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  been  pleafed  to  fay,  from  any  wlftv 
to  avoid  a  nrpiy.  that  he  had  till  that  nvomtuX  cc^txXvcvv^^^ 
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filent.  He  obferved,  that  he  was  teady  then,  an^  fliould  be 
ready  at  any  other  time,  as  he  had  declared  on  Friday  USti 
to  meet  the  honourable  gentleman  on  the  fubjedl  of  the  Re^ 
port  of  the  preceding  year,  or  on  the  fubjedb  of  the  Eaft- 
IndiaCon^pany's  affairs;  and  indeed  he  had  fo  often  refuted 
the  honourable  gentleman's  arguments  on  the  fubjeA  of  the 
Report  of  the  Revenue  Committee,  that  he  was  not  a  littfe 
furprifed  that  the  honourable  gentleman  fhould  fo  frequently 
repeat  them,  and  bring  them  forward.  His  two  right  ho- 
nourable friends,  Mr.  Grenville  obferved,  had  fo  fully  re- 
plied to  the  honourable  gentleman's  firft  fpeech,  that  they 
had  anticipated  almoft  all  which  he  meant  to  have  fauoi 
There  remained,  therefore,  little  more  than  for  him  to  ftate, 
that  he  fhould  oppofe  the  propofition  for  a  new  Gommitteei 
becaufe  it  was  grounded  on  an  aflertion  that  the  laft  Com- 
mittee had  made  a  fallacious  report,  an  aflertion,  the>tnith 
of  which  he  never  would  admit.  Mr.  Grenville  talked  of 
the*  great  impropriety  of  the  Secret  Committee  taking  ad» 
vantage  of  the  power  of  calling  for  papers,  with  which  they 
were  neceflTarily  invefted,  and  forgetting  the  difcretion  doe 
from  them,  partially  proclaiming  fa6l:s  relatiye  to  the  pHreient 
ftate  of  affairs  in  India,  which  by  no  means  flood  conne£led 
with  the  immediate  obje6l  of  their  appointment.  ^ 
Ir.  Burke.  Mr.  Burke  obferved,  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  exculpate  the 
Secret  Committee  from  the  charge  made  upon  them  bjz 
right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Grenville)  and  added,  thk 
fo  far  from  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Sheridan)  below  him 
being  liable  to  it,  he  did  aflure  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man, that  the  Committee  had  not  been  affifled  by  his  honour- 
able friend  more  than  once,  and  then  he  had  given  them  hit 
company  only  for  half  an  hour.  Mr.  Burkes  denied  that  the 
charge  was  at  all  relevant ;  and  with  regard  to  himfelf^  who 
was  the  perfon  perhaps  mofl  afliduoufly  intent  on  the  fubjeft 
which  led  him  to  the  India  Houfe,  he  faid,  he  was  profound? 
ly  ignorant  concerning  the  ftate  of  affairs  in  India,  and  fe 
wholly  occupied  was  iie  with  his  object,  that  he  had  not  the 
leaft  thought  of  attending  to  fecondary  confiderations;  nay, 
fo  little  curiofity  had  he,  that  although  he  was  at  the  India 
Houfe  when  it  was  refolved  to  refufe  payment  of  the  demand 
of  320,0001.  for  the  money  advanced  to  the  Britifh  reffr 
ments  for  fubfiftence,  while  ferving  in  India,  he  had  not  in- 
quired what  the  Court  was  about,  nor  heard  of  it  till  eith^ 
Saturday  night  or  Sunday  morning.  Mr.  Burke  laughed  at 
the  ftaiement  of  320,0001.  as  the  debt  of  the  £aS-India 
Company,  payable  this  year,  and  faid,  it  was  evident,  that 
inftead  of  an  aid  to  that  amount  to  be  depended  upon  for 
payment  within  the  year,  the  Minifter  had  gotten  in  ct-; 
change,  a  /awfuitwith  a  gooi  title.    We  ^Aax^i^  xbai  the- 


A  1787.  DEBATES.  1 

*  Secret  Committee  bad  exerted  themfelves  iiKluftrioufly,  and 
that  they  would  be  ready  to  deliver  the  articles,  of  impeach- 
ment on  the  morrow,  and  that  he  meant  to  bring  forward  the 
charge  ort  the  fubjeft  of  the  mifdemeanors  in  Oude  in  the 
^courfe  of  the  enfuing  Thurfday ;  but  if  he  could  underftand 
that  any  gentleman  doubted  of  the  criminality  of  the  fafts 
contained  in  that  charge,  he  (hould  in  that  cafe  wiih  to  poft- 
pohe  it  to  Monday,  as  he  was  fomewhat  unprepared  on  the 
lubjeA,  "having  of  late  had  his  time  occupied  by  other  im- 
portant matters.  . 

Mr.  PT*  Grenvtlle  adnditted  that  the  right  honourable  gen-  ^J*".  \v. 
tleman  had  fully  cleared  himfelf  and  the  Committee  from  the  ""^'•^- ' 
charge  of  having  made  an  indifcreet  ufe  of  their  powers ; 
inftead,  there-^ore,  of  the  honourable  gentleman's  (Mr,  She- 
ridan) being  liable  to  the  fufpicion  that  he  had  fuggefted  of 
'  his  fpeaking  from  tbo  good  information  on  the  fubjeft  of  the 
ftate  of  the  Company's  affairs  in  India,  it  was  evident  he  had 
fpoken  from  no  information  at  all. 

Mr.  Sheridan  defired  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  when  ^*^■  Shci 
he  thought  proper  to  argue  upon  the  degree  of  information  ''' 
from  which  he  (Mr.  Sheridan)  had  fpoken,  to  reft  his  argu- 
ments on  what  he  admitted  to  be  the  information  in  his  pof- 
feflion,  and  not  on  what  any  other  perfoi;  ftated  it  to  be.  He 
alone  could  be  a  judge  or  the  informatio^i  in  his  mind,  and 
the  fources  from  whence  that  information  was  derived.  The 
quarter  from  whence  he  had  learnt  what  he  lupted  at,  was 
an  indifputable  authority,  and  fuch  as  he  ihoold  not  be 
afhamed  to  ftate  to  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  Baring  faid,  th?t  he  was  not  prefent  at  the  Court  of  Mr.  B.r'j 
Diredlors  laft  Thurfday,  but  he  had  left  his  fentimients  in 
writing:  that  the  demand  of  320,000  1.  had  been  made-,fud- 
denly  on  the  Company,  at  ten  days  notice;  that  it  v^s 
obvious  what  ftep  was  their  duty  as  Dire<Sors  to  take  :  tli^at 
they  conlijlted  their  law  officers,  to  enable  themfelves  to  feiid 
a  proper  anfwer  to  the  letter :  that  they  had  their  doubts  a^ 
'  to  the  propriety  and  legality,  or  rather  the  equity  of  thede^ 
mand.  ^ doubt,  Mr.  Baring  faid,  was  entertained  by  them, 
wbether-tt  was  notunderftood  when  the  a£l  in  queftion  paf-  ^'* 
fed,  that  the  Company  were  liable  to  the  payment  of  the 
two  lacks,only,  while  their  territorial  revenue  afforded  a  fur-  ^  -  v . 
plus  ovcir  their  expenditure  equal  to  the  payment,  and,  of 
cdurfe,  vflien  their  territorial  revenue  was  exhaufted  by  tlie 
ilemands  of  war,  and  other  e^xigericies,  whether  they  were 
BOp^wholly  exempt  from  any  claim  of  the  fort.  Another 
filacer  of  doubt  was,  as  to  the  exchange  of  the  rupee, 
•yhey  underftood  the  exchange  to  be  after  a  rate  confiderably 
iofier  than  (he  rate  of  exchange  ftar-?d  in  the  claim  of  Qo- 
;  AS^mmenr.    A  third  difficulty  was,  that  as  ibe  Co\iv^:i.Tvs  "«'i.'^ 
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under  acceptance  of  bills  to  be  p2ud  in  1788  and  17891' to 
the  amount  of  millions^  it  behoved  them  to  look  mto  Ae 
fiate  of  their  affairs  with  care,  before  they  gave  an  anfweri 
as  they  were  bound  to  fee  whether,  if  they  paid  the  ^ao^OooL 
demanded,  they  fhould  be  in  cafh  to  anfwer  the  bills  which 
they  had  accepted  when  they  became  due ;  and,  after  aH,  tiie 
zGt  fpecified  that  the  money  was  to  be  paid  in  India. 

Lord  Mal«       Lord  Atulgrave  exprefled  his  aftonilhment  that  (b  old  a  Di- 

i'*^^'  re6lor,  and  fo  experienced  a  man  in  accounts,  as  the  honour- 
able gentleman,  fhould  talk  of  being  taken  by  furprife,  anil 
compbin  of  being  called  upon  to  pay  the  320,000 1.  at  only 
ten  days  notice,  when  there  was  the  aA  ol  Parliament  to  in- 
form the  Direflors  of  the  debt,  and  the  grounds  on  which  it 
could  not  fail  to  be  demanded.  The  accounts  of  the  charp, 
with  all  the  particulars,  had  been  (hewn  and  communicated 
to  a  Dire£lor;  and,  would  the  honourable  gentleman  deny 
that  the  Court  of  Diredlors  knew  that  the  money  had  been 
,  advanced  by  the  Treafury;  whereas  it  ought  to  have  been 
paid  by  the  Company  in  India  ?  The  Company's  debt  was 
very  confiderably  more  than  320,0061.;  but,  as  there  was 
money  wanted  to  fupply  deficiencies  in  ways  and  means,  in 
making  up  a  budget,  it  was  natural  to  refort  to  the  Compa- 
ny's indifputable  debt,  and  it  was  thought  advifeable  for  the 
prefent  to  claim  no  more  than  the  320,000 1. ;  and,  was  tt'to 
be  ftated,  that  before  it  was  paid  the  Company  mufk  fee  the 
Treafury  accounts  to  examine  the  particulars  ? 

Ht.  Baring.  Mr.  Baring  anfwered,  that  it  was  the  Company's  own  ac- 
counts to  which  he  meant  to  allude,  as  neceflary  to  be  feen, 
and  no  other.  With  regard  to  the  particulars  of  the  daim 
having  been  communicated,  undoubtedly  the  Chairman  had 
produced  fuch  a  paper ;  but  wlien  it  was  defired  to  he  copied 
for  the  purpofe  of  remaining  as  a  matter  of  authentic  refif- 
rence,  an  hefitation  had  been  made. 

Ir.  Chin*       Mr.  Chancellor  P/V/faid,  that  the  paper  for  which  he  de- 

cUor  Pitt,  figned  to  move,  as  foon  as  the,  Report  vvas  agreed  to,  would 
fufficiently  evince  the  particulars  of  the  claim. 

Ir,  Grey.  Mr.  Grey  a{ked,  whether  the  right  honourable  and  learned 
gentleman  meant  to  lay  the  letter  of  Lord  Comwallis  brfoR 
the  Houfe  when  he  opened  his  Indian  budget. 

fr.Dundas  Mr.  Dundas  declared  that  he  had  no  hefitation  to  fay  then 
that  he  never  would  confent  to  lay  the  whole  of  that  letter 
before  the  Houfe,  as  it  contained  fuggeftions  of  political 
plans,  which  might  or  might  not  be  adopted ;  and  fiirely> 
before  they  were  decided  upon,  one  way  or,  the  other*  it 
would  be  in  the  higheft  degree  unwifc  to  let  them  go  forth  X9 
the  world.  When  the  day  fhould.  come,  that  he  could  fti^ 
the  iituation  of  affairs  according  to  the  lafl  accounts,  tht 
ifonings  of  Lord  CoiuwaWv^  n^u  x\>&  &^x^  «>l  ^%&t%  ta 
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.  India  would  be  proper  to  accompany  that  ftatement,  and 

therefore  he  had  no  manner  of  obj»£lion  to  adhere  to  the  ex- 

'  preffion  of  '^  the  accounts  being  lhaped>  £t  for  th^  Houl'e^ 

and  to  repeat^  that  when  they  were  fo  fhaped,  he  would 

brinfl;  them  forW:Ard. 

• .  Mr.  Smithy  formerly  Chairman  of  the  Court,  obferved  Mr.  Sm 
that  there, were  various  reafons  which  made  it  necellary  for 
the  Court  of  Directors  to  demur  with  regard  to  payment. 
Among  others,,  the  claim  was  for  320,000  h  whereas  m  their 
auditors  of  accounts  books  400,000 1.  ftood  as  the  amount  of 
the  rui)riftence.  This  naturally  called  for  examination ;  but 
he  had  no  doubt  that  as  foon  as  the  matter  was  clearly  made 
out,  the  Company  would  cheerfully  pay  the  moneys  or  any 
other  demand  which  the  Public  might  fairly  have  upon  them. 
The  refolution  was  read  a  fecond  time  and  agreed  to,  after 
which  the  H«ufe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayy  24th  jfyril. 

The  following  ftate  of  the  Sinking  Fund  was  laid  before 
the  Houfe,  and  the  totals  ftand  thus : 

£.  s.    d. 

Total  charge  on  the  5th  of  Januarv 
1787*  -  -  -  -  1,518,187     7     7J 

Surplus  on  the  5th  day  of  January 
J787,  -  -  -  -      258,174  18  104 

13776,36a    6    6 


Total  charge  on  the  5th  day  of  April 
1787,  .  -  .  .  i,35i>68o  18 

Surplusori  the  5th  day  of  April  1787,  1,661,395  10 


I 


jC-3>oi  3*076    8    9 J 

Mr.  Dundas  exprefled  his  determination,  in  copifequence  Mr.  Dun 
of  what  had  p:i&ed  the  preceding  night,  that  no  exertion 

'  which  could  contribute  to  bringing  the  ftate  of  the  affairs  of 
India  before  the  Houfe,  in  the  prefent  feflion,.fhould  b^ 
wanting,  and,  with  exertion,  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  s^ccom* 
plifh  it;  but,  in  order  to  make  the  requitite  preparations,  it 
was  neceffary  for  him  to  move  for  a  variety  of  papers. 
Mr.  Dundas  obferved  that  Earl  Cornwallis'  letter  confift- 

'  ed  of  thirty-nine  paragraphs  preceding  the  concluding  fec- 
tion,  for  copies  of  which  he  meant  to  move ;  but  as  the  laft 
feiftion,  which  was  fraught  with  fuggeftions  of  plans  an4 
fchemes,  proper,  in  the  noble  writer's  opinion,  tp  be  adopt* 
fd  by  Government  with  regard  to  the  future  nk^tvKg^em^ivX.  ^i 
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affairs  in  India,  would  call  for  mature  confideratxon  befon 
they  were  determined  on,  either  one  way  or  the  other,  thofe. 
who  had  feen  that  letter  muft,  he  conceived,  be  aware  that 
the  fedlion  was  improper  to  be  made  public.  As,  however, 
his  wifli  was  by  no  means  to  blink  any  part  of  the  fubjed, 
but  to  give  the  fulleft  information,  if  any  gentleman  thought 
it  requifite  to  call  for  the  whole  of  the  letter,  he  fhould  not 
objefttoit,  as  he  had  rather  fubiiiit  to  fome  inconvenience 
than  have  it  imagined  that  any  thing  was  kept  back  or  refu- 
fed,  which  would  throw  a  material  light  upon  the  fubjeA. 
Vfr.  SIici i-  Mr.  Sher'idari complimented  the  right  honouraHe  and  leam- 
lan.  e^]  gentleman  on  the  candid  manner  in  which  he  had  exprefled 

himfelf,  but  faid,  he  fliould  clofe  with  his  latter  propofal,  as 
the  feftion  of  Earl  Cornwallis'  letter  in  queftion,  though  it 
certainly  contained  fome  things  which  liad  better  not  t>c 
made  public,  was  alfo  replete  with  arguments  and  obfeiTSi- 
tions  upon  the  fa6ls  ftated  in  the  preceding  tl^irty-niue  para- 
graphs, extremely  material  to  their  explanaton. 
The  motions  were  all  agreed  to.  , 
^Ir. Francis  Mr.  Fravcis  rofe  with  a  newfpaper  in  his  handjj  and  faid, 
thatjie  neither  meant  to  make  a  motion  nor  a  complaint,  but 
he  hoped  that  he  fliould  hot  violate  tlie  order  of  the  Houfe, 
when  he  ftated  that  there  had  that  aay  appeared  a  rooft  un- 
fair and  unwarrantable  attack  upon  him,  figned  John  Scott; 
and  that  he  prefumed  the  fignature  was,  that  of  a  mepiber 
of  chat  Houfe  [Major  Scott  nodded].  By  the  honoTirable  ■ 
gentleman's  gefture  he  faw  that  it  was;  he  had  therefore  to 
fay  farther,  that  as  it  was  an  attack  upon  him  grounded  upon 
a  newfpaper's  account  of  wjiat  he  had  fai4  in  his  difchargeof 
his  parliamentary  duty,  and  in  the  execution  of  a  particular 
office  impofed  upon  liim  in  that  Houfe,  he  meant  to  have  r^ 
courfe  to  the  Jaws  of  his  country  for  a  remedy,  and  fndeed 
he  had  already  retained  counfel  for  that  purpofe;  but  as  a 
real  fignature  yp^is  annexed  to  the  letter,  he  fhould  pot  pro- 
ceed againft  the  printer*. 

Major 

*     Ta    PHILI.P     jFR-^NCIS,    E/q. 

S  I  R, 

YOU  have  been  plcafed  to  complain,  (if  I  may  depend  upon  li(r. 
Woodfall)  that  you  have  been  repeated^  attacked  in  prints  and 
pamphlets,  and  ofttrn  by  the  fame  pcrfon  under  difiTerent  fignaturn. 
Such  a  complaint  comes  not  with  much  grace  from  Mr.  Francisi  who, 
foon.after  his  i*eturn  from  England,  began  to  attack  Mr.  Jlaftingt  no* 
nymoufly.  You  have  written  at  kail  four  anonytinoiis  pamphlets  £iice 
17J51.  You  have,  however,  made  the  complaints,  and  I  will  take  care 
thdC  you  ihaii  have  no  caufc  in  fuiMie  to  ^Vaixic^  ^x  m^t^  for  whenever  I 
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Major  Seott  faid,  that  although  the  honourxible  gentleman 
(Mr.  Francis)  had  made  no  motion,  yet  he  hoped  the  Houfe 
would  permit*  him  to  fay  a  few  words  in  reply.  The  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  thought  proper  to  inform  the  Houfe 
that  he  had  commenced  a  fuit  at  law  againil  him.  What 
had  the  Houfe  to  do  with  that  ?    When  tirft  the  ]ionoural)le 

gentleman 

may  find- it  necelTary  to  mention  your  name,  I  ihall  have  rccourfc  to  the 
fame  public  mode  of  addrtlfing  you  at  1  ufe  in  this  letter. 

Ycu  have  often  declared  that  you  retain  no.  rcfcntmcnt  againfl  Mr. 
Haftings.— -j[t  would  be  indecent  and  prefumptuous  in  me  to  offer  p.  re- 
mark upon  any  thing  that  you  have  either  faid  or  done  as  a  member  of 
Parliament  i  but  when  you  defcend  from  your  fenatorial  dignity,  when 
you  commence  pamphleteer,  1  have  juft  as  great  a  right  to  examine  the 
juftice  of  your  remarks,  as  I  have  to  ezpofe  the  inconiillencies  of  your 
iiriend  Mr.  Burke. 

You  publiihed  your  fird  Parliamentary  Speech  in  the  month  of  July. 
1784;  and  in  that  pamphlet  you  fay,  ^*  I  (hould  be  forry  to  be 
**  fufpe£bed  capable  of  entertaining  a  fpark  of  perlbnal  animofity 
'*  againft  Mr.  Haftings.  We  are  both  of  us  men  of  tempers  too 
*^  warm  to  be  capable  of  reuining  rclentments.  Our  conted  is  at  an 
<<  end,  and  the  hoftiiities  it  jsroduccd  expired  with  it.  AlTuredly  I  feel 
.''  no  enmity  againft  him,  and  I  readily  acquit  him  of  harbonriug  any 
*'  againft  me."  Thcfe,  Sir,  were  your  fcntiments,  eloquently  deli- 
-vered  in  the  Houfe,  deliberately  written  in  your  clofet,  and  induftri- 
oufly  publiihed  to  the  world.  Hew  far  you  was  Hucere,  I  (hail  now 
proceed  to  examine. 

Mr.  Burke  fpcaks  of  you  as  one  of  the  firft  pamphlet  writers  of  the 
.  age ;  and  as  he  is  a  gentleman  of  long^  pra£lice  at  a  pamphleteer,  1^ 
xnuft  be  deemed  a  com'petent  judge  of  foicible  v^vi^  gummy  compofitions* 
I  pafs  by  the  firft  of  your  performances,  becauTe  it  was  written  pre- 
vious to  the  fulemn  declaration  which  I  have  quoted  ;  but  your  ''  Ob^ 
**  fervations  on  Mr.  Haftings's  Narrative,"  and  on  "  his  Letter  rela- 
**.tivc  to  Prefents,"  were  written  laftyear;  they  were  publicly  fold, 
and  even  fent  gratis  to  Peers  of  the  realm.  Your  *'  Obfervations  on 
**  »hc  Defence  of  Mr.  Haftings*'  was  publiflied  this  year.  Will  any 
man  of  honour  and  common  fenfc  who  reads  them,  afHrm,  that  the 
perfon  who  wrote  them  was  not  a£tuated  by  a  degree  of  perfonal  ani« 
moiuy  hardly  to  be  parallelled?  Was  it  neccffary,  Sir,  for  the  fake  of 
public  juftice,  which  you  avow  to  be  your  obie6t,  that  you  Ihould  en- 
deavour to  involve  Mr.  (laftings  with  the  firft  pcrfonages  in  the  king«- 
dom,  and  with  all  the  various  parties  into  which  the  kingdom  is  di- 
vided ?  I  afHrm,  thjit  you  ftudioufly  attempted  to  do  Mr.  Haftings  the 
.  greateft  injury  that  you  could  do  him,  when  you  declared  unrefervedly, 
that  the  authrr  of  a  celebrated  pamphlet  was  educated  '*  in  the  fchoai 
**  of  Mr,  Haftings."  Had  you  joined  in  the  prefcnt  profecution  upon 
the  great,  public  grounds,  by  which  you  affert  you  are  a^hiated,  you 
could  not  have  defcended  to  the  practice  of  fuch  arts ;  but  having  fo 
defcended,  having  publiihed  four  anonymous  pamphlets,  it  is-wondcr- 
ful  indeed  xHmxjou,  of  all  men  living,  fhould  venture  to  complain  to 
jtlie  public  ^  bcin  j  anoi^y  moufly  attacked  ia  pi'iivu  aiwi  ^^m^^XxVtu. 


i66  PARLIAMENTARY  Ali78y, 

gentleman  began  his  fpeech,  he  conceived  that  he  was  going 
to  prefer  a  complaint  of  a  breach  of  privilege,  and  that  com* 
plaint  he  was  ready  to  meet.  What  was  the  cooiplaint  of 
the  boncurah!e  gentleman  }  That  he  had  been  calumniated 
for  doing  his  duty  as  a  member  of  Pafliaiiie.it.  Was  that 
the  cafe?  He  denied  it.      The  booourahh  ^fJeaoaQ  bad 

.    written 

I  fta]!  cxuniBt  a  ftcvmd  cealradi&iaa  in  ym»f  opiaioai  rf  1714  hi4 

1m  jrjr  ^^ccch  of  1914,  after  dcchriBs  ihs;  Mr.  Biftiiigi^  judgte. 
■li^l  #ccs  set  iravcf  ^uitc  fo  h!k  as  his  im-giaectoQ,  jou  add,  '*  Ui|» 
**  dbabudiy  kt  h  a  pcrfoa  of  mMC^mm^m  aaittUs^  No  man  knowi 
"  tbcai  better  thaa  t  Jd-  No  ibad  hu  uied  them  more  than  I  haH 
**  doof.**  Yon  procfcdj  it  is  true,  to  fiate  jafiaocet  ia  wfaich  Mr. 
BaftiDgs  has  been  duped  bj  Indian  Princes  who,  '*  though  far  inferior 
"  to  hire  ia  takDK>,  ha¥c  an  adranuge  over  hin  ia  other  qualifica- 
""  tioas.'*  Let  it  fufficc  tc  fay  r.ovv,  thar  yoa  were  mulakca  in  all  tht 
fa£^s  'urhich  yoc  adduced  !o  prcvc  rcur  aficnion.  Moodijce  BoQ(Udi4 
met  hzza.  the  ccnfccerzcj  agaicft  us  in  it?)-  tic  gave  tbe  moft  mi* 
cquirccal  ntarks  cf  his  frit&dlhfp  for  the  Engiiili  \  aad  lb  far  was  Mr. 
Ka/ticgft  jighcy  acd  Mr.  Fraccis  aiSakeo,  that  tr.e  peace  w:ch  Tippoo^ 
whicii  Nfr.  Ha^icgs  in  Deceatber  17&3  fcrerc;d  would  foon  takepUcf 
VIS  afiu*!!-  concluded  ccir  i?.-jr  n;er.tb*  pncr  to  thedaj  ia  whicb  ^tn 
pros ruocfd  with  conf.dcnce  tharii  wes  cci  *•  erea  ja  proTpc/)." 

But  although  you  doubted  Mr.  Haf^iz^«*s  =  id^ment  npoo  ibOM 
ccca:l:^iis  in  17S4,  f;;ll  yen  a!!c^ec  h'.s  tc  h?  '*  a  pcHba  of  vkmh 
•'  r.  .t  .^r.C-./j."  Oa  Thurfiiv  li:*,  :t  I  X27  beiicrc  Mr  WoolUlaU, 
(for  i;  \vcu!d  be  iniprcptr  to  tr^Lft  to  tr.r  cat.  rcccUectirn)  you  gayt 
liuc  neither  v-^^g^nse&t,  nc?  abi-liies.  nor  tai«ats  of  any  kind ;  aad  yoa 
cxp.-xiTt^  'a  lery  ftrong  terr.s,  the  degree  of  furpnu  you  feit,  on'  yosr 
ftfrival  ia  Calciitta  ia  17-^,  :r  £cd  Mr.  Ha::izg£  {y  de£c3cnt  in  abifi-^ 
t"«  i.-.d  "»uirerEect.  Prav,  >:r,  im  I  to  rtiiere  Mr.  Francis  in  17149 
crMr.  Frarl-.sin  i-S:  ?' 

V.'tfre  70U  and  I  tc  ra  :=:r  ders",  tr.e  cf^rtrTTcny  would  be  endlcfs: 
l-t  :he.-e  :*  cr.e  :cnnii::-;er:e  ^^.\y  cf  cor>:rc  10  aceciucn  even  With 
i=£T=i."-f  rr.cr.  0-  cmtt  ~..':s:.  r.rvcv;r  ::::!.vAtc  :t  cay  bej  Cor  ia- 
Ca-r-£.  wne  u* i-  r;^:;.;  >v.rA".v-s  for  hrur*  *>  to  ricepts,  balar.rcs,  aad 
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written  pamphlets  ;  the  honourable  gentleman  had  publiOied 
Speeches ;  and  from  the  moment  they  were  publiilied,  and 
to  be  purchafed,  at  eighteen  pence  each,  he  contended  that 
.  it  was  perfectly  free  for  him  or  any  other  perfon  to  comment 
upon  them  with  as  much  freedom  as  they  chofe.  What  was 
the  cafe  in  the  prelent  inflance }  He  had  been  accufed  of  ca- 
Kimniating  the  honourable  gentleman  in  prints  and  pam- 
phlets ;  and  as  he  was  determined  the  honourable  gentleman 
ihould  neyer  in  future  have  caufe  to  make  the  lame  com- 
plaint, he  had  a£lual1y  published  the  moft  offenlive  thing  he 
had  ever  written  relative  to  the  honourable  gentleman  in  the 
Public  Advertifer,  in  order  to  give  the  honourable  gentle- 
man an  opportunity  of  taking  what  Aeps  he  pleafed,  and  he 
(Mr.  Francis)  had  informed  ihe  Houfe,  that  he  meant  to 
commence  a  fuit  again  ft  him  in  a  court  of  law.  In  A  court 
of  law  then  he  would  meet  him ;  but  except  tliere  was  a 
complaint  of  a  breach  of  privilege,  it  was  a  bufinefs  which 
could  not  pof&bly  come  before  the  Houfe.     I'he  Major  agaiii 

declared 

rived  itnmenfe  rofourccs  ia  times  paft,  and  might  cxpefl  to  derive  ftitl 
great  refburccs  hereafter. 

I  do  not  recolIe£l  that  I  hare  taken  the  liberty  to  mention  your  name 
fn  an  anonymoui  publication,  at  leaft  in  a  particular  manner,  more  tha;i 
once,  and  then  it  was  in  fa£^  drawn  from,  me  by  an  ingenious  (latement 
of  your  own;  and  I  (hall  now  beg  leave  to  repeat  the  fubdance  of 
what  I  then  wrote.  In  one  of  your  pamphlets  you  gave  us  three  in- 
geniout  calculations :  they  (Iruck  me  fo  forcibly,  that  I  attempted  a 
fourth  myfelf.  I  publifhed  it  as  you  did  your  pamphlet,  anonymoudy. 
It  was  unworthy  your  notice  ;  for  it  was  too  plainly  marked  for  you 
Cq  doubt  from  what  "  fchoor*  it  came.  I  afFurc  you,  however,  that 
Mr.  Haftings  was  not  privy  to  the  publication  of  that  letter;  nor  wiU 
he,  or  any  other  perfon,  be  privy  to  this  that  I  am  now  writing,  until  it 
appears  in  the  papers. 

It'wms  my  opinion  Can  opinion  which  I  flill  retain)  that  the  claufe 
in  Mr.  Pitt's  bill,  which  compelled  gentlemen  returning  from  India  to 
declare  the  amount  of  their  fortunes,  was  a  good  claufe,  upon  this 
ground,  that  it  tended  to  obviate  the  miftakes  and  prejudices  which 
cxiftcd  as  to  the  enormous  amount  of  fortunes  acquired  in  India.  The 
claufe,  however,  was  univerfaily  reprobated  abroad,  not  becaule  gen- 
tlemen were  appreheniive  of  the  confeqaences  of  a  difcovery,  but  for 
different  reafons ;  they  were  truly  confcious  that  they  merited  the  ap* 
probation,  not  the  cenfure  of  their  countrymen,  and  they  would  not 
fubfcribe  to  tbc  difgracc  of  being  feparated  from  the  inafs  of  their  fel- 
low fubje£^s. 

There  are  men,  howerer,  in  certain  fituations  from  whom  fuch  a 
difclofurc  might  come  with  great  propriety,  and  Mr.  Francis  is  one  of 
this  number.  You  have  in  a  manner  called  upon  Mr.  Haftings  to  ac- 
count to  the  world  for  the  fmallnefs  of  his  fortune,  and  it  would  af- 
ford fttisfaftion  to  me  amongft  others  to  knuw  how  yourt  corner  to  V^ 
So  large* 
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declared  that  he  difcbimed  the  tnoft  diftant  idea  of  attacking 
the  honourable  gentleman  out  of  doors  as  a  member  of  Par- 
liament ;  but,  as  a  writer  of  pamphlets,  he  had  an  undoubt*'  '^ 
ed  title  to  anfwer  the  honourable  gentleman^  in  a  newfpapcar 
or  pamphlet,  as  often  as  he  thought  proper,  ' 

Sir 

I  have  no  means  of  difcorering  what  you  pofTefled  prioi;  p^^Jtm 
appointment  in  the  Company's  fervice;  bat  as  you  applte^:«o  the  Court 
of  Dire£bors  for  the  loan  of  two  thoufand  pounds  prjpvious  to  your 
embarkation,  which  fum  they  gcncroufly  lent  to  you,  I  may  fairly  pre- 
'  fume  that  you  neither  pofTeiTed  a  landed  eftate,  nor  money  in  the  funds, 
at  that  period.  . 

As  a  member  of  the  Supreme  Council  you  could  neither  trade,  not ' 
receive  prefents ;  and  I  prefume  you   did  what  every  Englifh  gentle- 
man does  who  has  money ;  you  annually  took  up  your  proportion  of 
the  Company's  remittance.     You  received,  as  a  fervant  of  the  Com- 
pany, in  fix  years  and  a  half,         —         —  —         65,0001. 
Per  Contra. 
Repaid  the  Directors         —         —          — .  _  2000 
Expense  of  living,  houfe  rent,  town  and  country,  fer- 

vants  wages,  &c.  &c.  for  fix  years, at  5000I.  a  year      30,000 
Contingencies         —         i —         ,—         — .  —        10,000 

Paflage  out  and  home         —         —  ---         —  2,000 

Expenccs  in  England  for  fcvcn  years.        —  -^  8,000 

52,000 
In  my  calculation,  I  have  not  followed  your  example.^  You  allov 
Mr.  Haftings  eight  thoufand  current  rupees  a  month,  and  then  wonder 
that  he  can  fpcnd  fo  much.  You  have  a  town  and  a  country  houfe  to  '• 
pay  fcr,  which  mull  have  cod  you  1400I.  a  year,  and  1 1)ave  fttted 
your  whole  expenccs  but  at  5000I.  a  year.  If  you  lived  upon  that 
fum,  you  were  a  very  admirable  crconomift.  The  other  charges  are 
certainly  not  exaggerated.  This  would  leave  you  thirteen  thoufand 
pounds  ;  and  it  refts  with  you  to  prove  how  that  thirteen  was  increafed 
to  fixty  thoufand  pounds,  ^yhich  I  was  told  by  a  friend  of  yours,  who  is 
dead,  (and  it  is  the  falhion  now  to  quote  evidence  of  this  kind)  was  the 
acknowledged  amount  of  your  foitunc. 

Suppofc  for  a  moment  I  were  to  argue  as  you  have  argued-^^Yotf 
fay,  that  when  Mr.  Croftcs  got  his  bullock  contra6l,  it  was  to  provide 
for  fome  concealed  in  tared.  When  an  old  fervant  of  the  Con6paDy 
early  in  1775  ^^^^  deprived  of  the  firft  office  in  Calcutta,  in  point  oJF 
emolument,  and  when  that  office  was  given  to  a  young  writer,  who 
lived  chiefly  in  your  family,  what  was  the  general  opinion  in  CalcnUt 
upon  fo  flagrant  an  a6l  of  injudice  ?  Was  it  not  that  this  )obl>  wai. 
done  to  provide  for  fome  concealed  intered  ?  Yet  the  fufpicion,  at  it 
flfFb6led  you,  may  have  been  as  unjud  as  I  know^your  infinuation  was 
refpefting  Mr.  Hadings.  I  fhould  be  glad,  however,  you  would  ex- 
plain to  the  public  what  pretentions  Mr.  Livius,  a  writer,  had  19  tbie 
pod  of  military  dorekeepcr,  the  fird  office  in  Bengal. 

When  Mr.  Bridow  was  appointed  Rcftdent  at  Oude,  through  yow 
ioBueace,  in  November,  1774,  ^^  ap\>o\tvtmttit  tt\\^\\t  have  been  made 
upon  the  purck  principles  j  but  w^ciVvci  lYit  ^u^^xdowsN^-^  >9<ti^\q«fifiK& 
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Sit  Gilbert  Elliot  rofe  to  give  notice  that  on  the  enfuing  Sir  Gill 
'    Tuefday  he  meant  to  bring  forward  the  fubje^t  of  the  im- 
peachment of  Sir  Elijah  Impey. 

Mr.  Dundas  obferved,  that  although  he  did  not  mean  to  Mr.  Hun 
obje£l  againft  the  motion,  he  muft  entreat  the  honourable 
Baronet  tb  rec'olledl  the  period  of  the  feffion,  and  that  the 
Parliament  was  not  likely  to  continue  fitting  much  longer. 
As^far  therefore  as  his  recolleftion  ferved  him  with  regard  to 
the  fubjed  to  which  the  honourable  Baronet  had  alluded,  it 
Would  be  abfolutely  impoffible  foi"  him  to  complete  his  pur- 
pofe  in  the  prefent  feffion.  He  fubmitted  it  therefore  to  his 
good  fenfe  and  candour,  whether  it  would  not  be  more  ad- 

or  not,  the  fa£b  is  certain^  that  it  was  very  generally  believed  you  had 
an  intereft  in  Mr.  Briftow's  appointment. 

When  Mr.  Mackenzie,  in  the  month  of  April,  17S0,  after  having 
held  the  opium  contra£t  for  three  years,  obtained  it  for  another  year,  in 
dire6k  difobedience  to  the  orders  of  the  Court  of  Dirc6lors,  at  a  mo- 
ment when  you  had  a  majority  in  the  Supreme  Council,  which  you 
cxcrcifed  very  foon  after,  it  might  poifibly  have  happened  that  you  gave 
that  gentlenfan  the  contraft,  becaufe,  according  to  your  own  principles, 
you  deemed  it  bad  policy  to  engage  upon  too  low  terms  with  any  con- 
tra6lor.  But  how  fliall  we  reconcile  it  to  common  fcnfe,  or  confillcncy, 
that  you  have  condemned  Mr.  Haftings  for  giving  the  fame  contrails 
precifely  upon  the  fame  terms  to  Mr.  Sulivan  ?  You  know  that  your 
near  relation,  Mr.  Tilghman,  received  eight  thoufand  pounds  from 
Mr.  Sulivan  for  his  fhare  of  the  contrail.  Give  the  world  one  proof 
of  your  patriotifm,  and  reftorc  to  the  £a(l-India  Company  the  ci;.rht 
thoufand- pounds  which  you  n«w  feem  to  think  was  improperly  ob- 
tained. Mr.  Mackenzie  was  your  intimate  friend  ;  Mr.  Tilghman 
was  your  relation ;  they  have  both  benefited  by  a  contra6l,  which  you 
now  condemn  Mr.  Haftings  for  having  granted. 
■  I  am  ready  to  allow  that  there  is  a  certain  degree  of  impertincnre  in 
ftating  a  gentleman's  expences,  or  in  fpeculating  upon  the  probable 
amount  of  his  fortune ;  but  you,  Sir,  h^vc  fct  me  the  example,  and 
you  ftand  in  a  particular  predicameht.  You  firft  began  this  fpecics  of 
anonymous  fcrutiny — I  replied  to  it  anonymoufly.  You  now  com- 
plain of  anonymous  attacks  in  prints  and  pamphlets.  I  do  aflfure  you, 
Sify  I  will  never  in  future  give  you  caufe  to  make  the  fame  complaint 
4igaiaft  me. 

1  have  the  honour  to  be, 
S  I  «, 

Your  moft  obedient,  humble  fervant, 
Cavendi/h  Square,  April  21,  1787,  JOHN      SCOTT. 

P.  S.  That  you  may  have  been  employed  as  a  Clerk  in  the  Secre- 
tary of  State's  Office,  or  in  the  War  Office,  many  years  ago,  are  fa6ls 
©f  00  moment,  nor  have  they  ever  been  difputcd.  Thcfe  offices,  it 
'  appears,  did  not  afibrd  you  more  than  a  fubfiftencc,  fince  you  applied 
for  pecuniary  aifiilance  to  the  Company  when  you  were  firft  a^^oivxccd. 
In  their  fervice. 

Vol.  XXIL  Z  V\!it25^\^ 
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vlfeable  for  him  to  poftpone  the  whole  proceeding  to  the  next    ' 
feirion.  . 

Buiko.      Mr.  Burke  faid,  that  no  man  was  more  in  earned  than  he 
was  in  the  intended  impeachment  of  Sir  Elijah  Impey,  be- 
caufe  a  greater  and  more  flagitious  criminal  did  not  exitt  than 
he  conceived  him  to  he,  and  the  honour  and  charadler  of  the 
country,  as  well  as  of  that  Houfe,  were  called  upon  to  prove  ' 
his  guilt  and  make  him  an  example.     Sir  Elijah  had  been 
fent  out  by  that  Houfe  to  reftrain  oppreffion,"  and  he  had  be- 
come an   oppreflbr ;  he  had  been  ieiit  out  to  execute  ah  of- 
fice which  depended  upon  evidentfc,^and  he  had  cut  up  evK 
'  dence  by  the  loots  ;  he  had  been  ient  out  to  ftem  the  torrent 
of  corruption,  and  he  ,had  himl'elf  become  a  corrupter.     Sir 
Elijah,  therefore,  i.n  his  apiaion,  deferved  exemplary  puniAi- 
ment :  but  when  he  adverted  to  the  confiderations  itated  by 
the  lionourable  andlearned  gentleman,  and  when  he  likewife 
confidered  that  he  had  himrdf  been  the  mean«  of  enfeebling 
his  honourable  friend's  caufe,  by  ftripping  him  of  that  affift- 
ance  which  the  honourable  Baronet   was  entitled  to  exped^ 
and  engrofling  the  abilities  of  fo  many  gentlemei?,  by  enga- 
ging them  to  take  a  lliarc  in  th^  condudl  of  the  proceedings 
againll  Mr.  Hailihgs,  he  cQuld  not  but  join  his  fentimentsto 
thofe  of  the  right  honourable   and  learned  gentleman,  and 
give  the  honourable  Baronet  that   alvice  in  public  which  be 
had  before  given.him  in  private,  to  poiipone  the  bufmefs  till 
the  next  feilion,  as  he  really  thought  there  was.enough  of  the 
'    fame  ferious  fort  of  proceeding  already  upon  the  hands  of  tKe 
Houfe. 
GiiiPit      Sir  Gilbert  Jp/L'^t  anfw/ered,  that  lie  meant  to  repeat  his  no- 
iot.        fj(.^  fyj-  Xuel'ijav  next,  unlel's  he  undcrftood  it  to  be  the  gene- 
ral wilh  of  the  Houfe  that  he  fhould  not  perfift  in  bringing 
forward  the  motion  of  irr-peachment  of  Sir  Elijah  Tmpey  this  " 
fciTion.     If  the  right  honourable  gentlemen  connefted  with' 
the  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman,  who  had  recom- 
mended the  poftponement  of  the  motion,  declared  they  were 
not  prepared  to  difcufs  it,  and  therefore  defired.  that  it  might 
be  deferred,  he  lliould  think  it  his  duty  to  comply  with  their, 
requcft;  but   in  that  cafe  he  hop'cd  that  gentlemen,  during' 
the  lei  lure  of  the  fummer,  would  turn  the  matter  in  their 
minds,  and  apply  thcmfelv^s  to  the  fubjedt,  fo  as  to  be  ahje 
10  come  prepared  for  its  agitation  early  in  the  next  feffion  of 
Va  ilia  men  I.     If  no  fuch  wifli  was  exprefled  by  thofe  to  whom 
lio  ;jllndtd,  he  fl"iould  perfift  in  his  intention  of  bringing  thef 
motiori  forward  upon  the  Tuefday,  being,  as  far  as  regarded. 
himfelf,  as  fully  prepared  to  enter  upon  its  difcuflion  theA» 
as  he  could  poftibly  be  at  any  future   period;  but  if,  on  the 
other hand^  it  was  the  general  vjifti  lo  ^o&^ow^ \x.^  \\fc  Vwi'jttAi 
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in  complying  with  that  wilh,  no  blame  on  the  fcore  of  delay 
would  be  imputed  to  him. 

Mr.  CVidncellor  Pitt  remarked,  that,  confidering  the  (late  M^  CI 
of  bufinefs  in  that  Houie,  ever  fi nee  the  honourable  iiaronet  "l^o'^  ^ 
had  fir>ft  undertaken  the  profeculion,  no^  man  could  blame 
him  for  his  having  hitherto  delayed  it,  nor  fl^iould  he  recom- 
mend it  to  him  to  think  of  entering  upon  it  during  the  pre- 
fent  feffion  at  all,  as  it  was  not  probable  it  would  laft  long 
enough  to  allow  whatever  proceedings  might  be  adopted  to 
reach  any  coiiiiderable  degree  of  forwardneft.  [Sir  Cjilbert 
con  fen  ted.  J 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  next    obferved,  that, 
perceiving  the  Houfe  fo  full,  he  would  take  that  oppoitunity 
of  alluding  to  a  fubjeiSt  of  the  higheft  importance  in  itfelf, 
and  of  the  greateft   novelty,  which   was  lilcely  to  nftccl  the 
moft  eflential  interells  of  this    country,    and   which  of  all 
others  required  the  greateft  delicacy  which  could  pofilbly  be 
ufed  in  its  difcuffion.     An  honourable  Magi il rate  had  given 
notice,  that  he  fhould,  on  fouic  day  in  the  courfe  of  the  en- 
fuing  week,  make  a  propofition  to  the  Houft*  concerning  the 
eftabliihment  of  his  Royal   Highnefs  the  Prince   i^f  Wales; 
but  he  had  not   thrown  out  any  intimation  of  the   fpecihc 
objedl  of  that  propofition.     He  was  fure  that  ic  mull  be  obvi- 
ous to  the  honourable  Magi fl rate,  that  a  fubjoi^  of  fuch  high 
importance,  and  one  which  the  Houfe,  would  certainly  not 
wifh  to  enter  upon  at  all,  except  on  grounds  of  a£lual  necef- 
fity,  was  not  a  fit  one  to  be  brought   forward  by  furprife, 
which  undoubtedly  would,  in  a. great  meafure,  be  the  c.ife,  if 
they  were  to  remain  ignorant  of  the  fcope  and  tendency  of 
the  propofed  motion,  until  the  very  moment  in  which  it  was 
to  be  moved.  .  If  then  the  honourable  Mngillrate  flill  pcrlV 
vered  in  his  intention  of  forcing  the  bufmefs  forward,  he  ho- 
ped he  would  do  it  in  a  manner  fuitable  to  its  vaft  impor- 
tance. 

Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  anfwered,  that  he  did  not  mean,  Mr  -f 
as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  phrafed  it,  to  force  ^'^  * 
forward  the  fubjedt  olF  the  Prince  of  Wales'  fituation.     It  in 
faft  forced  itfclf  fbrward ;  but  he  Ihould  have  been  extremely 
wdl  pleafed  to  have  had  the  matter  taken  out  of  his  handg     . 
by  His  Majefty's  Minifters.     As  to  the  particular  parliamen- 
*  'tary  form  which  it  would  wear,  it  really  had  not  been  decided 
upon  byhimfelf,  but  the  jet  of  it  he  had  no  objeftion  to  ftate, 
as  it  Was  to  refcue  his  Royal  Highnefs  from  his  prefent  em- 
})arraflred  fituation.      He  believed  that  it  was   pretty  well 
known  that  his  Royal  Highnefs  w^as  corifiderably  involved  ia 
debt,  and  that  he  had,  with  a  degree  of  magnanimity  which 
did  him  infinite  honour,  fet  apart  a  very  coufii<iX2\A^  ^ci\V\Qtv 
'  c£  bis  income  for  the  payment  of  his  AebU  \  \iuX.  x!ti.o\i^^'>^ 

Z  2  ^^^ 
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was  extremely  noble  in  his  Royal  Highnefs  fo  to  aft,  it  was 
impoffible  for  him  to  continue  unrelieved,  without  being  re- 
duced to  the  alternative  of  living  in  a  manner  not  equal  to 
his  birth  and  diftinguiflied  rank,  or  to  run  farther  in  <febt. 
Cl  an-     '  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  confidered  it  as  rather  fmgular  that 
r  Pitt,  the  honourable  Magiftrate  fhould  have  given  notice  of  a  mo-  . 
tion  before  he  had  determined  what  that  motion  was  to  be; 
but  as  he  fuppofed  he  would  make  up  his  mind  about  it  be- 
fore the  intended  day,  and  as   he,  for  his  part,  could  not 
venture  to  come  to  fuch  a  difcuffion,  except  upon  very  ma- 
ture refiedlionj  he  fhould  take  another  opportunity,  before 
tliatday  arrived,  of  once  more  requefting  a  more  fpecific  no- 
tification of  the  honourable  Magiftate's  intention;  for  cerr 
tainly  that   which  he   had   been  pleafed  to  give  was  by  no 
means  a  fufBcient  preparation  for  fo  very  ferious  and  delicate 
afubjedt. 
Aid.         Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  replied,  that  the  fupi  and  fub- 
nham.  flance  of  his  motion  undoubtedly  would  be,  for  that  Houfe 
to  refcue  his  Royal  Highnefs  from  his  prefent  embarrafled 
fituation,  which  be  conceived  that  Houfe  alone  could  ac- 
complilh.  •     •      r 

Fox.         Mr.  Fox  obferveJ,  that  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  that  it  was  indeed  a  fubjedl  of  peculiar 
novelty;  but  lb  were  the  circumftances  which  gave  rife  tb  ■ 
it;  and  it  was  alfo  of  equal  delicacy ;  but  as  that  delicacy 
would  arife  from  the  neceffity  of  going  into  an  inveftigatioil 
of  the  caufes  from  which  thofe  circumftances   had   origi- 
nated, and  as  that  muft  prove  a  painful  talk  to  the  Houfe, 
and  to  every  gentleman  in  it,  he  hoped  that  the  bufineft  " 
might  be  foreftalled,  and  fomething  done  in  the  interim  to    ' 
render  it  unneceflary  for  the  honourable  magiftrate  to  pro^ 
fecute  his  intention.  .   .   ...  ^       ..         ..  .^ 

Chan-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  admitted,  that  the  principal  delicacy 
rPiit.  of  ^he  queftion  would  lie  in  the  neceffity  of  inquiring  into 
tlie  caufes  of  the  circumftances  which  were  propdfed  to  be 
brought  into  difcuffion,  and  for  that  reafon  he  would,  front 
his  profound  refpeft  for  every  part  of  that  moft  illuftrioui 
family  who  were  concerned  in  it,  wifti,  if  poffible,  to  prfr* 
vent  difcuffion.'  The  knowledge  which  he  pofleffed  on  the 
fubjeift,  if  the  honourable  magiftrate  ftiould  determine  to' 
bring  it  forwardj  he  would,  however  diftreffing  it  might 
prove  to  him  as  an  individual,  difcharge  his  duty  to  the  ' 
Public,  and  enter  fully  into  the  fubjeft.  But  he  ftill  hoped 
that  the  honourable  magiilrate  would,  on  farther  refledtion^ 
be  inclined  to  think  that  there  was  nothing  of  that  peculiar 
.nature  in  the  bufinefs  whrcb  could  render  it  neceuary  for 
him  to  go  fo  far  out. of  the  eftaLhUlhed  courfe,  or  to  juftify 
that  Houfe  in  adopting  ariy  meaIui^vi\vvc\i&vo\x\\\\\\^^ 


A;  1787.  DEBATES.  17; 

with  a  fubjeft  which  had  always  been  confidered  as  one  of 
the  moft  uncommon  delicacy. 

The  other  bufmefs  being  difpatched,  the  Speaker  called 
XoMr.Fox,  who  immediately 

Rofe,  in  order  to  make  his  motion  for  the  repeal  of  the  Mr.  Fax, 
aft  jmpofing  a  tax  upon  retail  fhopkeepers,  remarked,  that 
he  had  never  been  forward  in  oppofing  taxes,  becaufe  he 
thought  it  the  duty  of  Members  of  Parliament  to  fupport 
Government  in  their  meafurcs  c:  finance;  but  at  the  fame 
time  that  he  entertained  the  opinion,  he  thought  it  equally 
impolitic  to  adhere  to  it  in  the  extreme  degree,  and  on  no 
occafion  whatever,  even  though  a  tax  fliould  appear,  after 
■  experiment  and  fair  trial,  partial  and  oppreffive,  to  confent 
to  its  repeal.  Under  this  impreflion.  it  was,  and  upon  a 
full  conviflion  that  the  fhop  tax  was  a  pcrlbnal  tax,  un- 
juftly  levied  from  a  particular  defcription  of  men,  that  he 
ihould  move  for  its  repeal.  The  (liop  tax  he  had  ever  heard 
ftated  by  thofe  Who  defended  it,  to  be  a  tax  not  upon  the 
fhopkeeper,  but  the  confumer  of  goods  fold  by  the  Ihop- 
keeper;  that  he  had  ever  peremptorily  denied,  and  experi- 
ence had  proved  beyond  all  pofllbiiity  of  doubt,  that  he  was 
right  in  the  denial.  Mr.  Fox  proceedtd  to  urge  all  the  ar- 
guments which  he  had  formerly  brought  forward,  to  prove 
that  the  tax  was  not  in  ta61:  wliat  it  was  called,  but  an  ad- 
ditional tax  upon  houfekeepers  whofe  lioufes  had  fliops  an- 
nexed to  them.  He  inveighed  againft  (what  he  confidered 
as)  the  particulariy  unjuft  way  in  which  the  tax  prcffed 
upon  the  metropolis  and  its  environs,  by  Hating,  that  the 
Whole  fiini  affefled  for  the  fhop  tax  amounted  to  59,000!. 
feventeen  of  which  were  aifefled  for  the  city  of  Wertminller 
^lone,  twelve  for  the  city  of  London,  and  twelve  more  for 
the  villages  adjacent;  fo  that  the  county  of  Middlefux  paid 
forty-thiree  parts  out  of  tlie  fifty-nine  of  the  produce  of  the 
tax.  "Mr.  Fox  reafoncd  upon  this  flatement,  and  di'clared 
that  he  could  fcarcely  have  imagined,  confidering  tlu*  fujx?-  ^ 
rior  opulence  of  the  city  of  London,  compared  to  the  city 
of  Weftminfter,  that  the  latter  fhould  have  paid  feventeen 
parts  of  the  produce  of  the  tax,  when  tlie  former  only  paid 
twelve  parts;  nor  could  hef,  at  firft,  believe  that  the  vil- 
lages in  Middlefex  paid  another  twelve,  till  upon  inquiry  he 
found,  that  lihder  the  head  of  villages  was  comprehended 
Marybon^  High'Holborn,  Wapping,  the  out-pariflies,  and 
thofe  non-defcript  diftri6ls  which,  though,  accurately  fpeak« 
ing,  they  were  not  parrs  of  the  three  cities,  if  he  might  fo 
denominate  London,  Weftminfter,  and  their  environs,  were 
generally  confidered  as  parts  of  the  metropolis.  He  com- 
pared this  againft  the  proportion  paid  by  t\\e  te?t  o^  xJwi. 
jtmgdom,  and  faid,  that  though  he  could  tiot  b^  oi  o^\W\^^ 
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with  thofe  who  thought  that  the  reprefentation  of  Lond<^ 
Weftminfter,  and  Middlefex  fhould  be  exaftly  in  the  pro- 
portion of  their  payment  of  the  taxes,  yet  that  forty -three 
parts  out  of  fifty-nine  was  fo  monftrous  a  difproportion, 
that  every  man  who  barely  heard  it  ftated,  muft  be  ftartled 
at  it,  and  muft  feel  convi6lion'  that  the  tax  was  moft  partial 
and  unjuft  in  its  operation  and  prefllire,     Mr,  Fox  decla- 
red, that  upon  an  examination  of  the  afleflment  throughout 
the  kingdom  ij  would  be  difcovered,  that  an  hundred  poundi 
was  all  which  was  aflefled  for  fome  whole  counties,  and  not  . 
above  fifty  for  others.     The  partiality  of  the  tax  therefore 
was  fo  palpable,  that   he  could   not  fee  how  the  right' ho-, 
nourable  gentleman  could  refill:  the  application  for  its  repeal 
with  any  colour  of  reafon  or  candour :  he  contended,  that 
the  favourite  argument  of  the  competition  of  ihopkeeper% 
which  had  formerly  been,  reforted  to  as  a  proof,  that  they 
would  lay  the  tax  on  their  cuftomers,  was  of  itfelf  a  proof 
that  the  confumer  did  not  pay  it",  and  confequently  a  con- 
firmation of  the  argument  tliat  it  fell  totally  on  theifaop- 
keeper.     He  complained  *igainft  (what  he  confidered  as)  thjB 
hardfliip  of  thus  fingling  out  one  defcription  of  perfons  tO" 
pay  a  tax  the  reft   of  the   fubjefts  were   exempted  froiOi 
which  argued  the  injuftlce  of  that  Houfe  infifting  upon  con- 
tinuing a  tax,  to  which  they  did  not  contribute  one  fingle 
fliilling,     Unlefs   the  bankers  were  felefted,    members  of 
Parliament  could  not  be  faid  to  pay  any  thing  towards  k;.. 
and  if  bankers  were  aflfefled,  what  became  of  the  argbment 
of  the  confumers  paying  the  tax  ?  for  furely  it  would  not  bo 
pretended  that  ^bankers  could  lay  any  part  of  the  tax  oB 
their  cuftomers.     So  far  from  ftiops  being  an  advantage  to 
the  houfes  to  which  they  belonged,  in  many  inftances  thev 
produced  an  oppofite  efieft  :  he  mentioned  thofe  houfes  with 
fhops,  which  on  account  of  their  Ctuation  were  let  atliij^ 
rents,  and  the  fliopkeepers  of  which  hoped  to  afGft  thom- 
felves  by  letting  lodgings.  Every  gentleman  muft  be  awan« 
that  l6f^2^"S^  ^^  houfes  without  fliops  were  deemed  prefer^ 
able  to  lodgings  in  houfes  with  ftiops :  in  th^t  particubTf 
therefore,  and  in  a  variety  of  others,  houfes  with  fhops  wen  . 
lefs  proper  to  be  loaded  with  an  additional  houfe  tax  than 
other  houfes.     He  contended  that  it  was  ridiculous  to  per*  - 
fift  in  faying  that  the  confumer  paid  the  tax,  when  the  (hop^ 
keepers  knew  and  declared,    and  were  ready  to  declare  oif 
oath,  that  they  paid  it  themfelves.  If  the  ftiopkeeper-s  camo  - 
again  to  the  bar,  and  faid,  <^  we  pay  the  tax,  and  as  it  af* 
**  fefts  us  folely,  we  beg  to  be  relieved  from  it;"  would 
that  Houfe  fay,  **  No,  you  do  not  pay  the  tax,  we  pay  itf 
"  though  you  do  not  know  it,  and  we  choofe  to  contii^ue  tfijf 
*'  pay  it  e^  It  would  be  much  belter  to  ^vsew^  x>a?i  t«^  auai 
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take  fome  other,  lefs  objeftionable  and  lefs  objefled  againft. 
The  afleffinents  were  proofs  of  the  ftrenuous  means  reforted 
to>  in  order  to  force  the  tax  to  become  efficient,  and  were 
in  many  inftances  capricious  and  extravagant.  Mr.  Wells 
ihe  fliipbuilder's  yard,  and  tliat  of  ^  wholefale  blockmaker 
[or  iliipping,  were  aflefled  as  a  retail  ftiop,  becaufe  fomc  of 
the  men  fold  a  few  of  the  chips,  and  Greenland  Dock  was 
alfo  confidered  in  the  fame  predicament,  becaufe  part  of  the 
fediment  and  fkuni  was  fometimes  difpofed  of.  Mr.  Fox 
(aid,  that  though'  he  knew  the  houfe  tax  to  be  a  \^ry  bad 
mode  of  taxation,  yet  if  it  was  thought  right  to  lay  an 
additional  tax  on  houfes,  he  would  recommend  a  general  ad- 
ditional-tax, as  a  more  equitable  meafure  at  lead  than  the 
fliop^ax.  -  He  concluded  with  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  bill  to  repeal  the  a6l  impofing  a  tax  on  retail  fliops. 

Mr.  LambtGHy  fptraking  next,  remarked,  that  he  rofc  with  Mr.  L-amlj 
^reat  pleafure  to  fecond  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  mo-  ^°"* 
tion,  yet  not  without  the  utmoft  diffidence;  aware  how  in- 
syirably  he  ex|5;ofed  himfelf  to  the  imputation  of  prefumptu- 
lufnefs;  how  wantonly  he  tranfgreffed  the  bounds  of  pru- 
lencey  by  fo  early  an  intrufion  on  the  time  and  patience  of 
he  Houfe;  and  how  improbable  it  was,  that  the  weight  of 
my  of  his  argutnent  cpuld  tend  to  the  juftification  of  fo  for- 
«rard.  an  appeal.  He  was,  however,  impelled,  by  ftrong 
eafons*  to  meet  thefe  difficulties,  or,  at  leail,  induced  to 
hrow  himfelf  upon  the  indulgence  of  the  Houfe;  an  indul- 
gence the  more  neceffary,  as  he  was  furrounded  by  men  *of 
uch  tranfcendent  abilities,  as  were  not  to  be  equalled  in  the 
innals  of  Parlianifent.  Yet  fo  ftrong  were  the  motives  by 
irhich  he  felt  himfelf  aAuated,  that  the  more  cautious  re- 
serve of  prudence  became  warmed  into  this  adventrous,  and, 
ic  feared,  arrogant  prefumptuoufnefs :  not,  however,  fo  ar- 
rogant as  to  hope  or  expeft  to  be  able  to  convey  any  convic- 
tion to  that  right  honourable  gentleman's  underftanding,  but 
merely  .to  impart  to  his  own  mind  that  degree  of  fatisfadtion,' 
which  It  would  naturally  fee!,  by  eafmg  and  diverting  itfelf 
of  thofe .  arguments,  on  which  its  own  convidlion  was 
(bunded.  In  the  firft  place,  having  received  the  particular 
inftnidions  of  his  conftituents,  to  fupport  the  motion  for 
the  repeal  of  this  tax,  he  could  not  content  himfelf  with 
merely  giving  a  lilent  vote  upon  the  occafion.  Having  alfo 
the  happinefs  to  concur  with  them  in  the  opinion  of  its  un- 
juft.  partiality,  he  felt  that  his  oppofition  to  it  couJd  be  neither 
too  open  nor  too  public.  He  muft  confefs  his  inability  to 
refift  the  alluring  opportunity  of  opening  his  lips,  for  the 
firft  time,  within  thofe  walls,  with  a  remonftrance  againft 
a  partial,  oppreiEve,  and  unjuft  meafure;  for  {wc\v  vi?c&  x}c\a 
tAxiaqueAion,    Partial,  oppreffive,  and  unjuft^  Yt^^^e^ix^^ 
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from  what  had  been  fo  ably  arid  fully  urged  by  the  right  hb- 
nourabJe  mover,  from  the  various  inquiries  which  he  himfcif  ' 
had  been  able  to  make,  and  from  the  various  informations  which 

.  he  had  collefted.  Could  that  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.' Fox)  on  any  filbjefl  prove  deficient  in  eloquence,  had 
his  arguments  on  this  topic  been  lefs  clear,  lefs  demonilra- 
tive  than  they  had  proved,  the  petitions  (or,  if  he  mifnamed 
them)  the  inftrufiions  tranfmitted  to  their  refpedbive  mem- 
bers, from  a  very  great  majority  of  the  (hopkeepers  of  Lon- 
don and  Weftminfter,  and  of  many  other  cities  and  towns 
in  this  kingdom;  thefe  of  themfelves  (the  majority  of  fuf- 
ferers  and  fupplicants)  independent-  of  all  the  aid  of  rheto- 
ric, Ihould  incline  that  right  honourable  gentleman  to  its  re- 
peal. Yet,  even  fuch  argument,  however  forcible,  was  not 
likely  to  weigh  much  with  that  right  honourable  gentleman^ 
for  one  could  hardly  expeft  that  the  fame  Minifter,  who 
could  difregard,  nay,  treat  even  with  contempt,  a  majo- 
rity of  the  reprefentation  of  Great  Britain,  would  deign  to 
pay  a  greater  degree  of  attention  or  confideration  to  the  ma- 
jority of  but  a  particular  and  diftinft  body  out  of  doors; 
yet,  he  trulled,  that  whenever  he  aggrieved,  or  as  long  ai 
ever  he  perfifted  in  aggrieving,  any  part  of  the  fubjeds  of 
this  kingdom,  he  would  find  his  ears  aflailed  with  their  con- 
tinual remonftrances  and  petitions  for  redrefs.  To  pretend 
to  argue,  that  the  weight  of  this  tax  fell  upon  the  confumer, 
fcemed  abfurd  upon  the  face  of  it;  for  if  it  be  thus  dpne 
away  among  the  multitude,  that  it  falls  upon  the  confumer, 
why  fliould  the  fliopkeepers  perfift  in  their  complaints,  or 
indeed  have  evei  complained  at  all?  Had  we  heard  of  fimi^ 
lar  complaints  from  hatters,  from  the  glovers^  and  othen 
which  might  be  named?  Certainly  not — becaufe  there  the 
weight  of  the  tax  fell  evidently  and   indifputably  upon  the 

'conl'umer,  the  receiving  the  ftamp,  and  paying  the  duty  on 
his  purchafe  of  cither  article ;  nor  was  it  credible,  that,  in 
tliis  inftance,  it  could  be  pofTibly  made  to  fall  on  the  con- 
fumer, for  almoft  every  retail  article  was  already  feparatelf 
taxed  to  its  utmoft  extentj  on  which  had  been  formed  ftcn 
an  elTablilhed  price,  as  could  not  be  departed  from,  without 
certain  lofs  and  detriment  to  the  fliopkeeper,  either  by  a  great 
diminution  or  total  deftruftion  of  the  fale  and  confumptioA 
of  that  article.  No  idea  could  be  more  erroneous,  no  argu- 
m(?nt  more  futile,  than  to  fuppofe  that  it  falls  upon  the.  con- 
fumer; the  real  truth  being  that  it  falls  entirely  and  heavily 
on  the  fliopkeeper.  Mr.  Lambton  declared,  that  in  many 
inftances  in  this  metropolis,  he  underftood  that  it  was  cx- 
afted  with  a  degree  of  cruelty  and  extortion.  As  fuch,  it 
behoved  the  right  honourable  geux.\eTt\^x\  to  cowfeut.  to  its  re-  . 

p^^l,  or  at  leaft  to  ftep  forward  mx.\i  t3ic\i?i  vsvo^v^^^xxw^^t 
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it,  as  might  be  moie  confonant  to  equity,  }uftice>  artd  iirir 
partiality.  If>  continued  Mr,  Lamhton,  in  thefe  times  of 
general  peace- and  tranquillity  our  people  muft  labour  under 
any  grievous  and  oppreflive  tax,  how  difmal  a  proi'peft  muft 
they  figure  to  th^mfelves  of  grievances  and  opprefilonsp 
ihould  they  ever  unfortunately  be  engaged  in  any  future  war? 
He  would  repeat,  in  Tiny  future  war;  for  not  infefted  him- 
felf  with  this  new-faihioned  Gallomania,  which  lb  ftrangely 
pofieflLed  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him, 
and  his  right  honourable  friends  and  fupporters,  .he  could  not 
be  fo  fanguine  in  his  fpeculations  as  to  believe  war  for  ev^ 
out  of  the  queftion,  or  to  fuppofe  a  long  and  uninterrupted 
^ries  of  peaceful  years  the  fure  or  certain  coni'equcnce, — 
one  of  the  many  golden  advantages  to  be  derived  from  this 
new  commercial  connexion.  He,  for  one,  could  never  ful>- 
fcribe  to  tjie  implicit  faith  repofed  in  Frencli  profeflions,  or 
rely  on  the  mere  cobweb  tie  of  French  lincerity«  If  then, 
he  could  be  permitted  to  fuppofe,  that  we  might  engage  in 
Mny  future  war,  he  would  afk  him  again  what  the  people  muft 
expe^  to  fviiFer  on  fuch  an  event,  if  in  thefe  times  of  peace 
and  tranquillity  they  are  harrafled  by  any  partial  and  0[»pref- 
iive  tax  ?  He,  for  one,  fhoulJ,  on  fuch  an  event,  expeit  tp 
fee  His  Majefty's  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  alFuming  and 
exercifing  the  tyrannical  pov.cr  of  a  late  (jovernor  General 
of  Bengal,  and  Great  Eritain  cxhihiting  a  fccne  of  t)riental 
^ittortion  and  pcrfcicution.  He  fliould  expefl  to  fee  llate' ne- 
cefllty  held  forth  as  an  authorized  cover  to  all  the  wanton 
enormities  and  oppreflions  of  fome  lavifh,  unprincipled  and 
defpotic  Minifter.  He  ihould  hppe  that  the  right  honoura- 
ble gentleman  would  confider  fairly  and  candidly  the  true 
cafe  of  the  fliopkeepers,  and  by  no  means  look  upon  this  as 
^  motion  carrying  with  it  the  Ible  view  of  embarrafling  Go- 
■vernment.  He  could  aflure  him  jt  was  no  motion  of  party, 
it  was  the  petition  of  an  opprefled  body  of  mt-n,  of  a  body 
of  men  who  have  at  all  times  and  on  all  occalions  contri- 
buted, and,  doubtlefs,  would,  at  all  future  times,  contri- 
^bute  cheerfully  iheir  proportionate  aid  to  the  fupport  of  Go- 
vernment, and  on  that  account,  and  on  the  account  of  juf- 
tice  and  impartiality,  they  were'en titled  to  the  confideraf ion 
of  His  Majefl:y'«  Minifter  and  to  the  fpirited  interference  of 
their  own  reprefentatives,  Mr.  Lambton  faid,  that  he;was 
as  convinced  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  himfelf  of 
the  tieceffity  of  taxes,  and  indeed  of  the  neceflity  of  their 
utipopularity,  bwt  he  could  not  help  looking  on  this  as  that 
vr eighty  ferious  fort  of  unpopularity  which  is  founded  on 
real  and'afkual  injuftice;  and,  for  his  own  part,  he  ftiould  be 
much  lefs  inclined  to  oppofe  that  tax,  which  being  generally 
oppreffive,  is  therefoj-e  equally  felt  by  ^W,  lYi^iti  to  o^'^o^^  civ^^ 
Vol.  XXIL  •  A  a  ^x"^^ 
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'  like  the  prefent,  which  being  partially  oppreflive,  is  there- 
fore unfair  and  unjuft.  If  fuch  was  our  lituation,  that  we 
muft  fubmit  to  fome  hard  and  oppreflive  tax,  lie  fliouM  think 
fhere  was  an  equity  in  oppreflion  by  its  being  gsncrati  A 
right  honourable  gentleman  laft  year  faid,  that  ht?  would  not 
confent  to  pluck  the  thorn  from  the  fides  of  tlie  fliopkeepers, 
to  fix  it  in  the  fides  of  his  conftituents  in  general^  nor 
would  hiy  had  that  thorn  been  fixed  there  cafually  or  acci- 
'  dentally,  or  was  it  inherent  in  that  particular-  ddcriptiou  ol" 

men;  he  fliould  only  pity  their  misfortune,  and  refufti  relid" 
at  fuch  a  price:  but  he  moft  certainly  would,  wli^n  he  con- 
fidered  that  it  was  fixed  there  coolly  and  deliberately  by  thJ* 
Houfe,  for  the  general  benefit  of  the  whole  natronal  body ; 
he  would  always  have  the  effeft  be  general  (at  leaft  in 
cafes  of  this  kind)  whether  good  or  bad,  wl^ere  the  commu- 
nity at  large  are  to  be  either  the  gainers  or  lofers  by  it.  Mr. 
l.ambton  exprefTed  his  fears,  that  he  had  already  dwelt  fo 
long  on  this  dry  (though  not  uninterefting)  fuhje^St,  ns  to 
have  made  an  abufe  of  that  indulgence  with  wliich  he  had 
been  honoured.  He,  therefore,  concluded  with  intreating 
the  Houfe  to  confider  fairly  and  candidly  the  real  fituatioit 
and  hardfliips  of  the  lliopkeepers ;  with  intreating  that  right 
honourable  gentleman  not  to  remain  thus  obftinately  wl 
pertinacioufly  wedded  to  his  own  opinion  and  mealures,  re* 
fufing  to.  undeceive  himfelf,  merely,  he  believed,  from  tbt 
fear  of  being  obliged  to  regulate  his  inclinations  by  hia  rea^ 
fon ;  with  intreating  him  to  give  this  one  inllance  of  hiscQd^ 
defcenfion  ;  fuch-an  aft  would  be  only  ftooping  (if  it  can  be 
called  ftooping)  to  rife  again  higher,  aflTured,  that  thus,  fat 
from  forfeiting  reputation,  he  would  confiderably  add  to  ha 
charafter  and  popularity, 
vrr.  Chan-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  that  the  fubjeA  before  tbt 
jclior  Pitt.  Houfe  had  already  been  fo  frequently  difcuffed  that  it  was  im- 
poffible  for  him  to  meet  it  with  any  new  matter,  and  it  ap^ 
peared  that  the  other  fide  of  the  argument  was  equaUj  e»- 
haufted ;  for,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  made  the 
motion^  had  not  been  able  to  introduce  any  frefh  reafomn| 
abfolutely  applicable  to  the  queftion,  every  thing  which  bo« 
that  api>earance  being  only"  new  colourings  to  old  ten^^ts  Of 
topics  entirely  foreign  to  the  fubject.  He  ftiould  not,  there* 
fore,  be  under  a  neceffity  of  giving  the  Houfe  any  gr^al  degc^ 
of  trouble  in  going  very  much  at  large  into  the  fubjed,  #^ 
cverv  thing  which  cpuld  be  now  faid  upon  it,  mutt  l^  Ul 
fiibflance  at  leaft,  if  not  in  form  and  manner,  a  repetkion  of 
former  arguments.  Mr.  Pitt  faid,  that  thefpei^ch  with  which 
the  Iloufe  had  been  laft  favoured  was  a«  kabh  for  Sl*e 

Hcgmce  of  the  language  as  for  the  :*fetit»mei«L^ 

—  I 'hcra  was  one  novelty  iV^'^t |^ 
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ticuljr  notice  of,  and  that  was  the  novelty  of  hearing  an  ho- 
nourable gentleman  for  the  fiiil  time  of  fpeaking  in  that 
Houfe,  contrive  to  adorn  a  ful)jc<3  in  itfelf  dull  and  uninte- 
reftirtg  (uninterefting  as  a  fulrjert  of  debate,  but  not  as  a  pub* 
lie.  meal u re)  with  fo  much  eloquence  and  ingenuity,  'J'he 
Houfe  who  had  heard  the  honourable  gentleman,  would  be 
convinced  that  the  approbation  he  beftowcd  upon  him,  couIJ  - 
not  but  be  fincere,  and  the  honourable  gentleman  who  cer- 
tainly had  not  feemed  defirous  of  bribing  his  appfaufe,  muft 
feel  that  it  was  impartial  and  difinterelled;  for  however  he 
alight  be  plealed  to  difcover  talents, 4ie  certainly  could  not  ex- 
perience much  fatisfaftion.  in  finding  their  whole  force  levelled 
againfthim,  and  the  fyftcm  of  his  adminillration.  He  by  no 
means  wiflied  to  blunt  the  edge  of  the  honourable  gentleman's 
abilities,  but  he  confefled  he  was  forry  to  fee  fo  much  of  party 
fpiric  mingle  with  the  zeal  with  which  he  had  exerted  them. 
Mr.  Pitt  now  went  into  the  queftion,  contending  tlut  the  na- 
tural competition  of  trade  was  fufficient  to  protedt  the  infe- 
rior dealer  againfl  the  more  oj)ulent,  even  umler  burdens  pro- 
portioned to  their  fituations  ;  for  if  this  was  not  the  cafe,  the 
competition,  without  any  fuch  burdens  at  all,  or  under  the  old 
burflens  of  taxation  in  common  with  all  other  houfekeepers, 
would  have  long  fmce  operated  wholly  to  demolifli  the  lower 
orders;  whereas  the  competition  under  the  preftnt  tax  was 
rather  favouiable  to  ihofe  latter  mentioned  persons,  becaufe 
the  tax  rofe  upon  the  higher  clailes  in  more  than  an  adequate 
proportion.  The  more  opulent  trader  would  not  be  fatisfied 
v^ith  the  fame  general  profit  as  the  poorer  one,  but  would  ex- 
pc6l  a  greater  profit,  in  proportion  to  his  fituation,  his  rank 
among  other  dealers,  and  his  command  of  capital.  This  pro- 
portional profit  was  only  to  be  had  by  vendi.ig  a  greater  quan-  ■ 
tity  of  commodities.  But  the  vending  a  greater  quantity- 
would  hot  anfwer  theepd,  if  on  each  article,  a  fmall  price  was 
to  be  obtained.  He  never  had  fuggefted  tl^at  a  compen- 
fation  for  the  tax  was  to  be  looked  for  by  the  Ihopkeepcrs  in 
confequence  of  any  general  and  uniform  increafe  of  their 
prices;  but,  each  ihopkeeper  would  naturally  confider  what 
article  of  his  dealing  was  the  moft  convenient  for  him  to  en- 
hance, fo  as  to  bring  him  in  an  equivalent;  and  although  the 
Came  article  might  not  be  chofen  by  another  fliopkeeper  for 
the  fame  purpoTe,  yet  there  was  no  danger  of  his  lofing  cuf- 
tomers  thereby;  for,  if  it  were  found  that  on  the  general  ave- 
rage the  prices  of  both  were  equal,  the  buyer  would,  from  mo- 
tives of  local  convenience,  re  fort  to  the  fame  fhop.  And  as 
to  the  argument,  that  if  any  compenfation  were  to  be  made 
to  the  fhopkeepers  by  the  advance  of  their  prices,  it  muft  b^ 
fuch  an  advance  as  would  prove  more  oppreflive  on  the  public 
^t  large;  to  this  he  fliould  anfwer,  that  aUhou^U  iVi^  eowNVfe'^ 
Aa  2  UU^YV 
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tition  of  trade  would  not  prevent  their  ohtaining  a.proper 
conFjpenfation,  yet  it  would  render  it  qnfafe  to  attempt  at 
gainir^g  more  The  ftatement,  as  if  it  wasa  queftion  betweea 
the  fhopkeepers  and  the  memheis  of  the  Houfe,  was,  as  far  ^ 
the  right  honourable  gentleman's  (Mr.  Fox) 'argument  at  all 
applied,  between  the  fhopkeepers  and  the  whole  body  pf  the 
people  of  England,  ol)jectionable.  As  to  himfelf,  he  did  not 
repofe  that  implicit  reliance  on  the  fatth  of  foreign  nations 
which  was  imputed  to  him;  yet  he  was  too  well  convinced  of 
the  happy  efFefts  of  peace  on  this  country,  not  to  endeavoar 
to  fccure  its  continuance  as  much  as  pofEble;  and  the  heft 
method  of  doing  fo  was,  to  make  it  the  intercft  of  pur  neigh- 
bours to  cultivate  a  good  underftanding  with  us,  and  alio  t^ 
preferve  qur  ftrength  and  power  as  much  in  a  llate  of  defence 
as  our  fituation  would  permit.  The  firft  of  thofe  was  the  6b- 
jedl  and  motive  of  the  commercial  treaty;  and  it  w:is  cer* 
tainly  not  thebeft  way  to  confult  the  latter  to  give  up  haflijy 
and  on  light  grounds  fo  confulerable  a  branch  of  revenueas 
that  now  under  difcuflion;  and  it  was  to  be  confidered  thaf 
by  giving  it  up  now,  the  Houfe  would  in  a  great  meafurc 
be  plagued  to  abandon  it  forever;  and  in  any  farther  emer- 
gency would  \)t  tied  up  and  precluded  from  having   refprj 

to  it.  ■  .         ■• 

;ir  G.Page'    SW  Gregory  Paf^e  Turner  (Mj  as  I  have  not  troubled  the 
jTurntr.       Houfe  with  my  i'entiments  on  any   fubjedt  in  the  courfe  ot 
this  fedion,   I  truft  1  may  be  the  more  readily  allowed  to  fug^ 
jgeft  my  ideas  on  thequeftion  i.ow  before  this  Houfe.     After 
the  fpeecli  delivered  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequerlaft 
Fridnvi  replete,  as  ulual,  wiili  a  diiplay  of  oratory,  and  great 
kMo\\  ledge  of  finances,  fcarcely  to  be  equalled,  but  ftill  mote 
diftinguifl^ed  for  i<s  glad  tidings — tidings  that  convey  piore 
grateful  int'='lligjf:nce  to  our  ears,  than  we  have  known  for  a 
long  period  of  iTmt— I  mean,  a  refpite  from  taxation : — 1|  isj 
Sir,  with  great  reluflance,  I  now  rife  to  oppofe  any  tax  tha{ 
right  honourable  gentleman  has  introduced  into  this  Hoafei 
ifefible  as  I  am,  that  it  is  by  eftabli filing  ihofe  taxes,  and  tbofc 
taxes  only,  he  is  now  enabled  to  hold  forth  fo  flattering! 
^  profpeft  to  this  country.    -But,  Sir,  it  is  not  the  principle  ot 
the  (hop  tax',  but  its  partial  and  baneful  influence,  which  Ire- 
probate.     I  could  wifh  the  riglu  honourable  gentleman  would 
fee  the  propriety  of  extending  this  aft  to  every  defcription  of 
trader?;  fo  as  that  warehoufes,  as  well  as  fliops,  may  be  in- 
cluded—and above  all,  that  monied  property,  of  every  deno- 
mination, efpecially  the  funds  and  bankers,  might  be  looke^ 
up  to,  not  only  as  being  very  protluflive,  but  very  little  op- 
preflive  to  the  fubjeft.  By  fo  doing,  theMinifter  would  draij 
i  ;ufl  line  of  equalization  between  the  landed  and  monied  in- 
^eli  of  the  kingdom.^  Tbe  W\mft.«  \^  tv^vfcwitit  Uxiagbil 
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bed  friends,  (meaning  the  bankers  and  ftockholders) — ^as  it 
would  ill  fuit  "  beggars  to  become  chooTers,"  though  A  mi- 
pifter  himfelf^  muft  always.be  a  beggar,  when  he  wants  to  bor- 
row money  for  the  State.  No  member  in  the^  Houfe  wifhes 
jmore  tofupport  public  credit  than  myfelf,  but  not  having  di- 
geiled  the  confequences  of  this  bill  at  its  firft  outlet,  I  faw  it 
in  a  more  favourable  light,  yet  voted  accordingly  ;  though hav-^ 
jng  fince  that  period  converfed  with,  and  colle6led  the  opi- 
nions of  fome  of  the  mod  refpeiStabJe  and  independent  traders 
IP  the  city  and  precinfls  of  Wellminfter,  whofe  opinions 
fhould  always  be  veherated  by  every  member  of  the  Senate 
upon  commercial  occafions,  I  am  now  fully  convinced  of  my 
ierror,  and  give  my  hearty  concurrance  to  the  prefent  motion, 
unlefs  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  adopt  any  modi- 
fication to  foften  the  proportion  on  the  retailers,  by  rendering 
the  tax  general,  or  equalizmg  it  in  fome  other  fhape. 

Sir  BfiHj*  Hammet  laid,  that  having, when  the  tax  was  ori-  sir  Ben] 
ginally  propoltd,  heen  the  firil  to  point  out  the  partiality  of  li'^""'«»*^^ 
It,  .and  fmcerely  wifliing  the  repeal  of  this  very  obnoxious 
tax,  he  hoped  ilie  Houie  would  indulge  him  while  he  made  a 
few  obiervalions,  which  he  trufted  would  have  their  defired 
efted).  The  fliop  tax  appeared  to  him  to  he  a  kind  of  capita- 
tion tax,  and  fiich  a  tax  led  very  naturally  to  flavery,  and 
W-'*s  fit  only  for  a  defpotic  government.  If  the  necefTilies  of 
the  ftate  required  it,  there  could  ht  no  doubt  but  they  had  the 
power  to  give  all  the  houfes  of  the  kingdom  for  the  preferva- 
'tion  of  the  whole;  but  then  their  conftituents  fliould  fee  that 
they  gave  their  own  houfes  with  the  houfes  of  their  confti- 
tuents, which  was  their  beft  fecurity.  Whenever  that  Houlie 
afied  otheywife,  they  clearly  adted  contrary  to  the  true  fpirit 
of  ihecpnflitution.  He  had,  upon  former  occafions,  declared 
bimfelf  ari  enemy  to  all  the  perfonal  taxes;  and  as  fuch,  he  had 
confidered  licenfes  when  carried  beyond  regulation ;  and,  he 
believecj,  fince  tTie  revolution,  they  had  ever  been  propofedas 
aSs  of  regulation :  duties  on  commodities  were  lead  felt  by 
llie  people,  as  they  were  not  demanded  in  form. 

He  earneftly  implored  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
pian  to  recolledt  the  adminiftration  of  his  right  ho- 
nourable friend  (Mr.  Grenville)  who  was  a  moft  worthy 
m^in,  a  moft  excellent  friend,  and  full  of  integrity.  The 
Minifter  would  remember,  that  Mr.  Grenville  maintained 
,  that  they  had  a  right  to  tax  part  of  the  King's  fubje£ts  diftinft 
from  themfelves.  His  noble  father  (the  Earl  of  Chatham) 
i>oldIy  declared  that  we  had  no  fuch  right;  but  Mr.  Gren- 
yille*s  opinion  prevailed,  and  the  confequences  which  follow- 
ed were  well  known  and  lamented  ;•  and,  fpeaking  political- 
ly, tbcy  had  to  regret  the  hour  when  that  excellent  maw  v(?l^ 
Jj^Qr  It  "appeared  to  him  tiat  the  right  honcuT;AA^  ^^laVi- 
■     '  ■     '      •     vw^^^ 
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man  (Mr,  Pitt)  poflefTed  the  principles  of  Mr.  Grenville, 
and  that  another  right  honourable  gentleman  below  him  (Mr, 
GienvilJe)  had  on  ibme  occafions  exprelFed  the  opinions  of 
the  Earl  of  Chatham.  He  thought  one  right  honourable  geii- 
teman  (Mr.  Grenville)  was  tenacious  of  his  opinion.  He 
hoped  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitr)  would 
prove  otherwife,  and  confent  to  the  repeal  of  this  law,  and 
bring  in  another  bill  upon  a  fair  principle,  laying  the  tax 
upon  all  houfes  in  proportioji.  It  would  remove  all  objec- 
tion as  to  the  principle  of  the  tax,  and  one  quarter  of  the 
fum  laid  on  the  Shopkeepers  would  pnvJuce  more  money; 
and  fucb  a  tax  would  not  be  liable  to  abufe.  The  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  could  not  deny  that  the  prefent  tax 
might  be  carried  to  a  horrid  degree  of  partiality  and  abufe 
in  future,  if  ever  they  ihould  have  a  wicked  or  an  obftinate 
Minifter,  and  a  corrupt  Parliament.  The  prefelit  cafe  might 
be  the  cafe  of  others.  If  they  did  not  endeavour  to  refcue 
one  part  of  their  fellow  fubjedts  when  partially  oppreiled,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  they  adted  unwifely,  as  a  man  would  do 
who  faw  his  neighbour's  houfe  on  fire  at  fome  diftance,  but" 
refufed  his  help  till  it  had  reached  his  own. 

Sir  Benjamin  declared,  that  he  had  ever  been  ready  to  fup- 
port  the  King's  fervants,  fince  he  had  had  the  honour  of  a 
ieat  in  Parliament,  and  in  all  meafures  which  appeared  to 
him  to  be  for  the  good  of  the  country;  but  he  trufted  that  he 
ihould  do,  as  he  had  hithei-to  done,  oppofe  meafures  which  ' 
appeared  to  him  to  be  contrary  to  the  fpiiit  of  the  conftitu* 
tion.  He  voted  againft  tliis  tax  as  partial  and  cruel,  and  he 
Ihould  hold  it  his  duty  to  oppofe  any  tax,  if  that  Houfe  was 
not  clearly  included  in  the  principle  of  the  tax,  and  which 
would  prevent  the  poflibility  of  abufe. 
r.  Main-  Mr.  Afainwaring  argued  for  the  repeal  of  the  tax,  decla- 
•wg»  ring,  that  the  peaceable  conduct  of  the  fhopkeepers  had  great 
merit,  and  ought  to  entitle  them  to  the  favourable  counte- ' 
nance  of  the  Houfe.  There  was  not  the  fmalleft  portion  of 
party  feeling,  or  oppofition  to  Government  in  fheir  motives, 
a  hOt  fuflSciently  apparent  from  their  behaviour  at  a  popu- 
lous afTembly  convened  for  the  purpofe  of  inftrudling  their 
reprefentatives,  and  at  which  the  right  honourable  gen riemaa 
oppofite  to  him  (Mr., Fox)  was  prefent.  That  right  honour* 
able  gentleman,  in  the  courfe  of  his  fpeech,  had  dropped  an 
expreflion  which  feemed  to  bear  hard  on  the  Minifter,  and  it 
was  inftantly  noticed  and  reprobated  by  the  meeting  as  fo- 
reign to  their  bufinefs  and  inclinations. 
•.  Aitkr-  Mr.  Alderman  Sawbrldge  urged  the  abfolute  impoflibility 
nSaw-  of  the  fliopkeepers'  impofing  the  tax  on  the  confumer^  by. 
^^'     .  di/lribu:ing  it  m  fmall  propovUows  oiv  \\v"i  ^oods* 
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Mr.  Alderman  Ncwnham  remarked,  that,  beaten  as  thcMr.AWer 
path  was,  he  was  obliged  to  purfue  it,  as  the  fame  objec-/^""^**' 
tioiis  naturally  recurred  to  the  fame  point.  I'he  Alderman  *'"" 
then  repeated  his  termer  objedtions  againft  the  tax,  as  ex- 
tremely partial  and  up.juil,  and  faid,  that  the  ihdpkeepers  of 
tlie  metropolis,  inftead  of  regarding  the  modification  of  the 
lall  year  as  any  argument  in  tiieir  favour,  confidered  it  as 
clinching  the  nail  completely,  fincc  it  exonerated  the  coun- 
try {liojjjceepers  in  a  gre'at  degree,  and  thence  the  more  evi- 
dently proveti  the  partiality  of  the  tax  with  regard  to  them. 
Mr.  Newnham  took  notice  that  laft  year  an  lionourable  mem- 
ber, a  banker,  had  flood  up,  and  deli  red  that  bankers  might 
be  taxed  as  well  as  other  fliopkeepers.  Not  wilhing  to  be  fo 
taxed,  he  had  declared  as  much,  and  a&ed,  if  a  meeting  of 
bankers  had  been  holden,  and  the  honourable  gentleman, 
who  had  been  a  banker  fome  months  before  he  was,  was  au- 
thor! fed  by  that  meeting  to  defire  that  the  tax  might  be  ex- 
tended to  bankers  ?  The  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite 
to  hitn  had  at  that  time,  in  direft  term';,  declared  that  he  ne- 
ver meant  that  bankers  fliould  pay  to  the  tax,  and  yet,  u|K>n 
the  reference  of*  the  furveyor,  or  officer  appointed  to  colie»?l 
the  tax,  to  the  Judges,  they  had  declarc-d  bankers  liable  from 
the  words  of  the  aft  of  Parliament,  which  tlie  Alderman 
faid  were  fo  vague,  indefinite,  and  general,  that  they  might 
be  extended  almoft  to  every  profeflion  in  life.  The  right 
honourable  gentlernan  ought  to  declare  eiFe^tually  what  the 
real  meaning  of  the  application  of  the  tax  was,  if  he  was  de- 
termined not  to  confent  to  its  repeal. 

Sir  fVatkin  Lewes  obferved,  that  having  had  the  honour  ^\^-  ^Vaa:r 
the  laft  feflion  of  Parliament  to  move  for  the  repeal  of  the  ^«^^*^^ 
two  afts^of  Parliament,  impofmg  a  tax  upon  Ihops,  he  beg- 
ged leave  to  trefpafs  upon  the  patience  of  the  Houfe  for  a 
few  minutes.  He  was  glad  that  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man, pofleffing  much  fuperior  abilities,  had  then  made  the 
fame  motion,  as  he  had  done  more  juftice  to  the  caufe  of  the 
Oiopkeepers,  who  were  partially  and  oppreflively  taxed;  and 
he  could  not  but  take  notice  of  the  levity  with  which  a  fub- 
\eGt  of  fo  much  confequence  was  treated,  and  efpccially  a 
refpeftable  body  of  men,  who  came  there  to  pray  relief 
againft  a  very  fe\'cre  oppreflion  which  they  laboured  under 
from  an  aft  of  the  Legiflature.  There  was  fomething  fin- 
gular  in  the  debate;  for  the  defence  of  the  meafure  lay  whol- 
ly with  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  who  had  contended  upon  fpeculative  ideas, 
though  contradifted  by  the  uniform  teftimony  of  the  traders 
who  had  appeared  at  the  bar  laft  year.  If  the  experience  of 
the  operation  of  the  tax  had  not  confirmed  th^xt^  teft.\v^voT\^5> 
and  proved  it  to  the  convicflion  of  the    luetuWi  oi  \\vax 
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Houfe,  why  did  not  fome  gentleman  get  up  and  fupport  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  inftead  of  cootenting  them- 
felves  with  giving  a  filent  vote?    He  muft  beg  leave  toix- 
mind  them,  that  the  Jaft  divifion  in  that  Houfe  againil  the 
tax  was  very  confideiable;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  it  would 
prove  greatly  increafed  from  the  refledlion  that  it  was  an  un- 
juft,  partial,  and  oppreffive  meafure.     It  had  been  inflnuated 
that  the  motibn  for  repeal  had  originated   in  a  fpirit  of  op- 
■    pofition,    *He  defired  to  contradict  that  opinion,  as  all  par- 
ties in  one  of  the  greateft  meetings  affembled  in  the  city  of 
London  had  exprefsly  declared  otherwife,  and  he  thought  it 
both  wife  and  politic  to  repeal  it, 
•  Colonel  Norton  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  repeal  and  of  the 
(hopkeepers. 
Sir  Jj»mcs         Sir  James  John/tone  (dM^  he  had  been  a  voter  for  the  tax  on. 
johuftone.   account  of  the   legal  murder  of   the  hawkers   and  pedlen 

which  it  occafioned. 
Mr.  Drake.  Mr.  jDr^^^  complimented  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
quer  on  his  good  intentions,  and  faid,  he  had  generally  fup- 
ported  him;  but  he  really  thought,  all  circumftances  confi- 
dere.d,  the  tax  fliould  be  repealed.  Mr.  Drake  quoted  Monf^ 
Necker's  expreflion/  "  that  the  happinefs  of  the  people 
*'  ought  to  be  confulted  by  every  Financier,  as  well  as  the 
*'  exigencies  of  Government,"  and  recommended  it  as  wdl 
worth  the  notice  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman. 
Mr.  Alder-  Mr.  Alderman  Le  Mcfurier  contended  for  the  repeal  of 
Mcjfurk^r  the  t^x,  and  advifed  the  members  to  aft  difmtereftedly-,  and 
give  up  the  right  of  franking  letters  in  order  to  make  up  the 
deficiency  which  the -repeal  would  occafion.  The  abolition 
of  the  riglit  of  franking  lie  eflimated  at  one  hundred  and  fixty 
thoufand  pounds,  and  accounted  for  his  large  eflimation,  hr 
reminding  gentlemen  of  the  great  number  of  lettefs  wbicft 
they  franked  for  other  people. 

Mr.  Alderman  Watfon  fpoke  for  the  repeal. 
Mr.  Henry       Mr.  Henry  Thornton  declared,  tliat  the  fhopkeepers  wotiH" 
rhornion.   pgj-fjft  j^  their  application  year  after  year,  till  they  could  ob- 
tain a  repeal.     The  Houfe  had  better,  therefore,  with  agooJ 
grace,  give  up  the  tax  at  once. 
Mr,  Fox,         Mr.  Fox  faid,  that  what  had  fallen  from  an  honourabb 
Baronet,  relative  to  what  the  honourable  Baronet  had  calfei 
the  legal  murder  of  the  hawkers  andpedlcrs^  reminded  him  of  1 
matter  which  he  meant  to  have  taken  notice,  of  in  his  fiijl 
fjjeech,  but  it   had  accidentally  efcaped  him.     The  idea  rf 
aboliHiing  the  hawkers  and  pedlers  had  originally  been  beU 
out  as  a  fort  of  boon,  or  douceur  to  the  (hopkeepers,  to  if 
duce  them  to  fubmit  the  more  readily  to  the  payment  qf  to 
{hop  tax,  but  as  gentlemen  might  recolledl,  the  idea  waist 
t^rwuxds  departed  frorn*anOi  gi\^u  w^,  ^tv^  ov\Vj  -^  <iv^ht  r^ 
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lation  refpedling  hawkers  and  pedlers  had  taken  place.  Had 
they,  howevier,  been  abolifhed  entirely,  the  circunvftancc 
could  not  have  proved  beneficial  to  the  Jhopkeepers  of  Lon- 
don and  Weftminfter.  It  was  therefore  extremely  unfair  to 
urge  the  operation  of  the  meafure  taken  refpefting  hawkers 
and  pedlers  as  argument  againft  the  fhopkeepers. 

The  queftion  was  at  length  ptit,  and  the  Houfe  divided. 
Ayes,  147— Noes,  183 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

TVednefdayy  25/i  Jprit. 

The  ttrcler  of  the  day  being,  upon  motion,  read,  that  the  bill 
relative  to  the  St.  George's,  Hariover-fquare,  pbor-houfe  bill  be 
read  a  fecond  time,  counfel  were  called  to  the  bdr,  and  Mr; 
£Hkine  opened  as  counfel  againft  the  bill :  he  proceeded  to 
call  evidence,  when  he  was  interrupted  by 

Mr.  Dundasy  who  moved  that  the  counfel  might  withdraw,  Mr.  bua- 
for  the  purpofe  of  letting  Mr.  Burke  bring  up  the  articles  of  ^**' 
impeachment  againft  Warren  Hnftings,  Efq.  . 

Mr.  Pnvys  thought  Mr.  Dundas's  interpofitibn  extremel jr  Mr.  Powy 
irregular  and  lin warrantable.     He  afked  why  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  affumed  the  authority  of  flopping 
a  proceeding  in  its  progrefs  r 

Mr.  Dundas  replied,  that  he  afFefled  no  improper  iuthb-  Mr.  Dun- 
rity ;  that  he  had  interfered  at  the  inftance  of  a  right  ho-  **"• 
nourable  gentleman  in  a  way  by  no  means  unufnal,  anci  that 
he  had  imagined  gentlemen,  from  a  principle  of  mutual  ac- 
commodation and  convenience,  would  not  have  had  the 
fmalleft  objection  tofufpend  the  proceeding  then  in  progrefs, 
to  admit  the  matters  of  more  urgent  bulinefs  to  take  pre- 
cedence. 

Mn  Hujfey  faid,  that  when  any  order  of  the  day  was  read  Mr.  Hiif- 
and  entered  upon,  the  proceeding  ought  not  to  be  inter-  ^^3^' 
rupted. 

Mr.  Dundas  anfwered,  that  what  had  happened  would  in  Mr.  Dun- 
future  induce  him  to  be  extremely  cautious  what  motion  '^^^• 
he  made  at  the  fuggeftion  of  another  gentleman,  but  that 
there  were  ijnany  precedents  for  a6ling  as  he  had  done. 

Mr.  BnrhB  declared,  that  although  he  had  the  greateft  re-  Mr.  Burke 
fpeiS  tor  the  honourable  gentleman'  who  had  objedled  to  the 
Itiotjbn  for  the  counfel  to  withdraw,  he  could  not  agree  that 
'  it  was  either  unprfecedented,  irregular,  or  improper.  With 
fefpefl;  to  the  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleruan's  fay- 
ing he  would  take  care  at  whofe  fuggeftion  he  made  any  fuch 
inotioTi,  he  thought  there  was  no  ground  for  his  imaginWg 
iiut  he  had  a(^ed  wrong  in  adopting  his  fuggeftion,  and  that; 
AtieaftheiBighthate  beeu  filtn^  till  he  haAViQaxdVvvtawtv 


Mr.  Burke. 
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in  his  cenfure.  Mr.  Burke  made  his  bow,  and  went  imme- 
diately to  the  bar,  and^  upon  thequeftlon  being  put,  brought 
up  the  articles  of  impeachment,  which  were  read  pro/orma 
at  the  table. 

Mr*  Chancellor  Pitt  moved  that  they  ihould  be  printed. 
Mr.  Burke  faid,  he  had  not  found  a  precedent  for  printing 
them,  but  that  he  had  no  objeftion.     He  gave  notice,  that 
he  (hould  move  for  their  being  taken  into  confideration  on 
the  enfuing  Thurfday. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  brought  in  the  poft-horfe-regulation 
bill,  and  moved  that  it  be  read  a  firft  time. 
Mr.  Mar-        Mr.  Marjham  faid,  he  had  been  in  the  Houfe  when  the 
jham,         right  honourable  gentleman  had  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in 
the  bill,  and  at  that  time  an  honourable  gentleman  had  c;dlcd 
for  an  explanation  of  the  nature  and  tendency  of  the  bill,  but 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  not  deigned  to  give  him 
an  anl'wer.     He  hoped,,  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
would  ftate  to  the  Houfe  what  the  nature  and  tendency  of 
the  bill  were,  as  hefhould  otherwife  think  it  his  duty  to  op- 
pofe  it. 
Mr.  Chan-       Mr.  Chancellor  'Pitt  declared,  that  he  had  not  the  moft 
ffdiorPikt.   diftant  intention  to  treat  that  Houfe  with  difrefpedl,  or  to 
refufe  to  give  an  anl'wer  to  any  gentleman  who  might  wifhto 
put  a  queftion  to  him  on  a  public  fubjeft,  but  that  when  he 
had  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  bill,  he  had  thought  it 
premature  to  go  into  any  explanation  of  it  before  it  was  io 
the  poffeflion  of  the  Houfe ;  and  gentlemen,  by  its  perufal, 
might  judge  for  themfelves  as  to  its  propriety  and  expediency. 
\\  ith  regard  to  his  prefent  motion,  it  was  merely  for  the 
firft  reading  of  the  bill,  and  furely  gentlemen  were  notfe 
fond  of  debate,  as  to  conteft  the  firft  reading  of  a  bill,  oi^ 
dored  by  the  Houfe  to  be  brought  in.     Gentlemen  were  an* 
commonly  hoftile  indeed,  if  they  would  not  wait  till  they 
heard  the  bill  read,  and  thence  knew  its  contents,  before  they 
contefted  it;  but  if  fuch  was  their  determination,  he  had  no 
obieftion  to  poftpone  his  motion  till  the  next  day. 
Ml  Dciwp-      ^^^'  -D;m^//^r  I'aid^  that  although  it  was  unufual  to  oppofe 
A^i".  a  bill  at  the  ftage  of  its  firft  reading,  he  believed  it  wa«  not 

irregular.     It  had  been  his  intention  to  ftate  his  objedtions 
again  ft  it,  and  therefore  he  wifhed  that  the  right  honoura- 
ble gentleman  would  wave  his  intention  of  moving  that  it  i 
be  now  read  a  firft  time.  1 

'  The  matter  being  adjufted,  the  refumed  order  of  the  day  i 

was  read,  and  counfel  were  again  called  to  the  bar,  when  | 
Mr.  Erfkine  and  Mr.  Fielding  proceeded  to  examine  their  | 
witnefles,  on  the  St.  George,  Hanover-fquare,  poor-houfe  bilL  1 
As  loon  as  they  had  gone  through  tlieir  evidence  and  argu-  • 
mentSy 
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Mr.  Jarvis  moved  that  the  bill  might  he  comml-tted. 
Mr.  Drake  declared,  that  whilft  he  trefpalTed  upon  the  at-  Mr.  I 
tention  of  the  Houfe,  he  was  not  governed,  in  the  delivery 
of  his  fentiments,  hj  any  intereft  in  the  bufinels,  but  upon 
motives  of  humanity.     He  had  that  day,  with  a  friend,  vi- 
.  fited  the  Poor-houfe  in  Mount-ftreet,  and  had  there  feen 
the  inhabitants  in  the  moil  miferable  fituation;  the  houfe, 
every  corner  of  which  realized  the  expreflion  of  the  poet, 
flurima  mortis  imago,  was  very  improper  for  the  reception  of 
thofe  unhappy  creatures,    who  were  heaped  together  in  a 
manner  which  increafed  their  maladies  and  afBi6Hons.     He 
juftified  the  proceedings  of  the  feledk  veftry  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  poor  in  the  ereSion  of  a  new  houfe  for  their 
reception  :  that  veAry,  men  of  the  higheft  rank  in  the  coun- 
try, and  men  of  independence,    could  not  be  fufpedled  of 
any  unfair  motives ;  they  had  av5ted  folely  for  the  benefit  of 
the  poor,  for  whofe  relief  they  had  opened  their  hearts  and 
their  purfes.    The  houfe  at  Paddington  was  the  moft  eligible 
fpot ;  it  was  healthy  and  convenient,  and  had  been  purcha- 
fed  at  a  fair  price.    The  burying  ground  at  Pancras,  wliich 
the  petitione2[s  had  thought  moft  proper  for  a  place  to  ereft 
a  workhoufe,  was  certainly  the  worft,  and  fending  the  poor 
there  was  the  beft  receipt  for  the  purpofe  of  getting  rid  of 
them ;  for  the  damps  would  foon  deftroy  them  by  agues. 
He  concluded  by  obferving,  that  as  he  was  perfuaded  that 
the  fefeft  veftry  had  adled  from  the  pureft  motives  of  bene- 
volence and  humanity,  he  fhould  give  his  vote  for  the  com- 
mitment of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Fox  faid,  that  the  queftion  before  the  Houfe  contain-  Mr.  Fc 
*  ed  no  principle  of  humanity ;  it  was  not,  whether  the  poor 
fliould  or  fhould  not  be  better  provided  for,  but  whether  an 
illegal  mode  of  taking  the  money  from  the  pockets  of  the 
parifhioners  of  St.  George,  without  their  confent,  fhould 
be  fandlioned  by  Parliament.  If  it  could  be  proved  that 
the  houfe  in  Mount- ftreet  was  not  proper  to  contain  the 
poor,  or  that  the  ground  at  Pancras  was  not  fit  to  ereft  fuch 
a  building  upon,  a  bill  might  be  brought  into  Parliament  to 
give  powers  to  the  parifti  for  eredting  a  fuitable  building ; 
but  he  could  not  agree  for  a  bill  to  pafs  for  the  purpofe  of 
legalizing  an  illegal  aft.  The  feleft  veftry  had  difpofed  of 
the  money  of  the  parifhioners  not  by  law;  the  parifhioners 
objefted  to  the  difpofal,  and  had  commenced  a  fuit  in  the 
lower  courts,  and  now,  while  fuch  fuit  was  pending,  a  bill 
was  brought  forward  to  fanftify  the  meafure  of  the  fecret 
veftry,  which  would  preclude  that  inquiry.  It  was  not 
proved  by  the  evidence,  that  the  Houfe  in  Mount  Street 
could  not  be  made  fit  for  the  accommodation  of  the  poor; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  Mr.  Wyatt  had  (aid  tWx  \v't  co\i\^ 

B  b  a  ^w\a.x^^ 
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enlarge  it.     The  fituation  was  far  from  unhealthy,  being 
ividiin  one  or  two  hundred  yards  of  Hyde-park  wall:  the 
ground  at  Pancras,  which  was  ftated  hy  an  honourable  gei^ 
tleiiian  (Mr.  Drake) '  to  be  too  unhealthy  to  build  on^  waf 
furrounded  a£tually  by  buildings,  and  occupieq  by  perfons 
for  the  benefit  of  their  health  ',  but  if  it  had  been  proved 
that  thehopfe  in  Mount  Street  was  improp)?r>  and  that  there 
was  no  place  in  the  pari fh  of  St.  George  upon  ^  which  ^ 
workh6urc  could  have  been  eredied,  he  then  i^ould!  have 
given  the  bill  his  negative.     Let  it  be  proved  that  fuch  U . 
matter  of  fa6l,  and  then  let  a  bill  be  brought  |n  to  give 
•powers  for  the  purchafing  a  proper  place  foe  fuch  ereflibn. 
The  people  of  the  parifli  were  jealous  of  the'difpbfal  of 
their  money,  as  it  was  appropriated  by  a  feledl  veiftrv,  who 
were  not  elected  by  the  pairilh  at  large.     The  petition  was 
figned  by  1669  perfons,   arid  ought  to  haye  great  weightf 
It  would  not  be  fuppofed  that  he  meant  to  infinuate  any 
mifconduft  or  any  blame  to  the  felefl:  veftry,  thie  members 
of  v\rhich  were  men  of  the  moft  diftinguiflied  rank,   among 
whom  Were  many  of  his  friends,  arid  he  believed  he  needed 
bfily  to  mention  the  riam'ds  of  the  Dukes  of  Portland  and 
Devohiliire,  and  Earls  Fitzwilliam  and  Radnor,  to  convince 
gentlemen  that  he  had  no  intention' to  fpeak  in vedlively  of 
•that  cortiinittee,  who  certainly  did  honour  to  the  pariflii 
and  he  doubted  not  but  many  of  the  parifliioners  were  prdud* 
of  the  honouri  but  they  paid  dearly  for  it.  It  was  not  likel^ 
that  a  ^eftry  fo  formed  fhould  aft  metcenarily ;  but  the? 
might  not  attendj*  ai'id  thofe  to  whom  they  delegated  power 
might  make  eixofbitant  advantages. '   There  were  pariflics  iii 
the  neighbourhood  of  St.Cieorge  which  had  more  poof)  whft 
were  maintained* at  lefs  expence,  arid  it  was  therefore  very 
natural  for  the  parifhioners  at  large,  and  very' reafbnable^ 
that  their  jealoufy  jfhduld  be  roufed.     Mr.  ¥oX  concluded 
by  obferving,   that  however  arguments  might  bfe  ftraitie^ 
they  could  not  make  it  appear  that  the  bill  was  atiy  way  im* 
plicated  with  the  queftion  of  humanity. 
Ir.Powys.      Mr;  Powys  did  not  believe  that  the  petition  had  beon  ica^ 
to  thofe  who  figned  it :  he  then  entered  into  a  juftifidatidA 
of  the  feleft  vellryj  and  concluded  by  faying  that  he  fll6til4 
'give  his  vote  for  the  bill.  ........  • 

fr.  M«n-  Mr.  Montague  obierved,  that  It  was  a  dangerous  pro- 
iffit; '  ceeding  of  thfe  Legiflattire  to  legalize  illegal  aSs  ;  but  tf 
ever  fuch  a  meafi.1  re  might  be  adopted,  it  was  in  fuch  acaft 
as  the  prefent.  The  feleft  veftry  had  undoubted  afted  ilie* 
gaily,  but  it  was  from  the:puretl  inotivies;  it  Wis 'in'thc 
caufe  of  huminity  :  their  rank,  characEler,  and  fortune  njlift 
taife  them  above  the  fufpicion  of  adopting  any  job,  'whidi 
ctb^r  veJUrles  by  their  conn^i^lou^  xft\^\\t  tmhiace^  *  Hfe<?on* 
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icluded  by  laying  he  Ihould  give  the  bill  his  fupport,  aod  be 
Jiappy  to  fee  other  gentlemen  equally  forward  with  the  metn* 
bars  of  the  fele£t  veftry  in  undertaking  the  management  of 
the  poor  of  their. refpe(^ive  parlfhes. 

Sir  Janus  Johnjione  remarked,  that  the  Houfe  had  been  Sv  Ja«i 
told  that  the  felefi  veftry  was  compofed  of  Dukes,  Lords,  Jo*>afi« 
and  others  high  in  rank,  and  it  was  acknowledged  by  them- 
ielves  that  they  had  a£ted  illegally;  for  that  reafon  he  would 
irote  againil  the  bill — ^Dukes  and  Lords  fhould  {hew  an  ez« 
ample  J>y  not  a6ling  illegally;  inftead  of  which  they  firft 
jtranfgre&d^he  bws,  and  then  brought  in  a  bill  to  legalize 
jtheir  illegal  a£ls;  for  fuch  a  meafure  he»  never  could  give 
|iis  vote* 

Mr.  Burgefs  faid,  that  he  fliould  oppofe  the  bill,  becaufe  Wr.Bmj 
^t  interfered  with  an  inquiry  inilituted  in  the  courts  below, 
to  whofe  decifion  it  was  left,  whether  it  was  or  was  not 
peceflary'  for  an  additional  workhoufe  to  be  erected.  He 
doubted  not  the  amiable  motives  of  the  feleA  veftry ;  but 
contended,  that  their  integrity  and  their  independence  might 
render  them  (though  they  themfelves  would  undertake  no 
job)  open  to  the  impodtibn  of  others.  It  was  evident  that 
many  jobs  had  been  made  in  the  parifh,  and  thofe  of  the  moft 
flagran^  nature;  and  for  a  proof  thereof,  he  would  only 
'ftate  what,  though  not  delivered  in  evidence  at  the  bar, 
was  in  evidence  by  the  returns  made  on  oath  to  the  Houfe 
in  confequence  of  Mr.  Gilbert's  Poor  bill :  by  thofe  returns 
it  feemed  that,  on  an  average  of  three  years,  the  money 
raif^  for  the  fupport  of  3037  poor  in  the  parifh  of  St. 
JGeorge,  amounted  to  r2,9i2l.  iis.  4d.  while  the  parifh  of 
Bt.  Martin,  which  was  a  poorer  parifh,  and  a£lually  had 
maintained  5174,  had  raifed  by  common  veflries  no  mora 
ttan  978^1.  3s.  3d*  It 'was  plain,  therefore,  that  there  wai 
not  (sconomy  in  the  parifh  of  St.  George;  for  though  they  had 
Maintained  eonfiderably  lefs  poor,  their  annual  expenditure 
Amounted  to  3132I.  8s.  id.  more  than  of  St.  Martin's,  which 
had  but  one  workhoufe. 

The  queftion  was  then  put,  and  the  bill  committed,  on 
Yrbich  the  Houfe  divided, 
'^^  '         Ayes  44    —    Noes  16    —    Majority  24* 

.The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Thurfdayy  ibth  Jprii. 

JAt,  jRofe  brought  up  the  bill  for  farming  the  tax  on  pofl  ^'f-  ^® 
Jiorfes,  which  was  received  by  Mr.  Hatfel,  and  delivered  to  the 
^Speaker,  when 

^""    Mr,  Marjham  declared,  that  if  the  right  honourable  gen-  Mr.  Mt; 
tlemaa  re«Uy  would  not  condefcend  to  give  the  Houfe  Cotcs&<^«».^ 
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infbnnation  as  to  the  extent  of  the  frauds  which  he  had  fiul 
were  pradifed,  the  deficiency  which  they  occafioned  in  the 
given  account  of  the  revenues  arifing  from  the  tax  on  poft 
borfes,  the  principles  on  which  the  propofed  alteration  was 
founded,  and  tlie  reafon  which  the  right  honourable  gentle*  • 
man  had  for  fuppofing  the  propofed  alteration  would  prevent 
the  continuance  of  frauds  in  future,  and  inQreafe  the  efficfescj 
cf  the  tax  hy  fwelling  its  produce,  difagreeahle  as  \t  might  be 
for  him  to  engage  in  fuch  a  meafure,  he  /houl J  ihink  it'his 
doty  to  ohjeft  even  to  the  hill's  l^eing  read  a  firft  time. 
.Oao-  Mr.  Chancellor  Phi  expreffird  his  concern  and  furprife.td 
'**^  fee  the  anxiety  with  which  gentlemen  dcfired  to  an  tic!  pate  1, 
debaie  upon  the  luhjefl,  before  the  bill  had  been  read,  and  con« 
fitquently  before  any  proper  jui'igement  could  l>e  formed  upOQ 
it.  Since,  however,  there  Teemed  to  be  fo  great  a  wifh  to  eo-. 
terinto  it  at  the  prefent  fiage,  he  would  certainly  endeavoar 
to  give  them  facisfaiftion.  It  was  a  matter  of  notoriety,  that 
the  duty,  in  its  prefent  movle  of  collection,  was  rooft  flagrantly 
craded,  •'^nd  allhoagh  every  individual  who  by  law  was  liable^ 
did  in  fait  pay  it,  aiut  of  courfe  a  very  great  fum  was  levied 
on  the  Public,  vet  there  was  a  i^rge  proportion  of  tlnitrai% 
which,  from  the  frauds  of  t!ie  colieclors,  and  the  c^Iufion 
bc^tween  them  and  the  innkeepers,  never  found  its  way  into 
the  Exchequer.  He  .ipplied  hiuifelf  particularly  to  the  ezpe*. 
rience  ot  gentlemen  themfelves  for  the  truth  of  this  faft,  as 
ir.crv  a!',  kaew  nerfccllv  well  that  the  innkeepers  never  failed 
to  txac:  l"..e  duty  irv^:ii  them,  whereas  it  was  equally  noto- 
iic»uj,  that  :n  nu:u-  initance*,  they  funk  it  on  the  revenue* 
To  corrc:C>  U^  great  a-i  a'^u-'e,  and  to  lecure  to  the  public  tin 
n\"ei}w^t  of  that  mo:'.ey  which  the  'pj-.vicu.-.l  was  thus  obliged 
to  pav.  :t  was  certainly  neccirary  to  put  the  duty  under  foci^ 
nc*  rv\:i:iatio;i, — ;!u:  iv.v.\le  of  rec:u!::::ng  which  he  was  in-  ' 
ck'ctd  i*>  u^i^scit  was  o:.e  to  which,  compared  wiih  the  pre-, 
Sr:::,  i*.r«;*  Ov ':'d,  in  poi:u  of  revenue,  i^  no  pofiihle  objeAioili  , 
Kc:  >e  ::>^ri*  wa?  a  cerra.ntY  cf  its  bringing  ;n  a  fum  cqaal 
to  tlv.r  ..::.  ;..:v  paid,  and  rearN\  wh.::fver  over  and  above 
liv,:.  H/i  t  e  mm  of  which,  ::i  the  c.r'^ira!  opinion,  the  re- 
V.  nvii*  wa<  difraoded  ;  for  the  1ei*era'  »:  fir .'1$  were  to  be  pot 
w,»  :.>  VI.  :  0  ,u**:\:o'.i,  a:*.:  tha\  at  the  r:e  er.t  amount  received 
in  r,u*S.  a:  thohii^hrf:  rate  i:  had  ever  7rv\:-ci:d,  and  of  oonriiB 
n.^h::*;:  ciMiUi  ho  loi*: ,  a:*.i  aj.  c. .".:>:' e:"s,  there  wo'^ld  he  ma* 
rv  *\iiv'  ."atcs  lor  the  wvc:a*  J  '.:r.c:s*  they  would  rife  one 
vjMM  t'c  ot'.e:.  tr!!  thev  iMori^ht  --^  rear  w>. it  might  reafoiH 
a:'*v  Iv  exivVUVi  to  he  t':.r*v.r;  v./^e  of  -^  He  had  heaidit 
*v  </\n\  that  t)uMr  was  ^-^iveih  r^  i:i  the  fT.;>c.*^le  of  fuch  an 
n; .■^*  •:•  vtnt  ic;.-,:^"^;-.*  to  o;:r  co  *::::u::vT,  arvJ  tothegfnc- 
i;".  ■>  .'i,  .;i  rt  orv  ii-v^ri'i-r,  but  hr  co-j'.c  :V?  ro  well-founded 
fr^. .;  ;o:  u^v!)  an  .uca*     h  wz<  :;^c  i>.£t  f.ci:  ;k  princiiile  did 
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nniverfally  and  generally  obtain  in  fome  countries  more  fub-^ 
jcA  to  delpotic  and  arbitrary  forms  of  government  than  ours, 
and  perhaps  fome  degree  of  opprefiion  might  arife  from*  the 
manner  in  which  that  principle  was  earned  into  etFe6\:  but 
thofe  oppreffions  were  not  to  be  attributed  to  the  fyflem  of 
fanning  the  revenues,  but  to  the  form  of  government,  which 
of  itfel?  would  naturally  lead  to  arbitrary  and  opprefTive  modes 
of  colle£lion^  under  any  fyftem  of  revenue  which  might  be 
adopted*      In  thofe  countries  there  was  not,    as  in  this,  a 
Parliament  jealous  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of  their  fellow 
fubjeflS)  and  able  to  proteft  them;  there  the  farmers  were 
invefted  with  their  powers  by  the  crown  fingly ;  whereas  hertv 
without  the  confent  of  Parliament,  no  fuch  powers  could  be 
given,  even  if  a  Minifler  were  defirous  that  they  fliould  be 
granted.    As  the  duty  at  prefent  ftood,  there  were  certain 
powers  given  for  the  colleflion  of  it,  and  there  were  no  greater 
powers  to  be  given  to  the  farmers  than  thole  which  the  pre- 
fent colledlors  were  in  poffeflion  of,  and  of  courfe,  if  no  op" 
prefiion  could  now  be  exercifed,  and  he  liad  heard  no  com- 
plaint of  any,  there  could  be  none  under  the  new  regulation- 
With  refpedl  to  its  being  an  innovation  in  our  revenue  fyftem 
-—that,  he  contended,  was  not  true,  in  fa<S,     To  prove  that 
fuch  a  fyftem  was  not  a  new  one,  he  ftated  two  inftances  iit 
which  it  had  already  been  adopted.     In  the  f^rft  place,  he  re- 
curred to  the  turnpike  duty,  which,  he  obferved,  was  of  all 
other  duties,  the  moft  analagous  and  correfpondent  in  its  na- 
ture^ and  the  mode  of  its  colIeQion  to  that  under  difcuftion. 
There  was  infcrted  in  every  turnpike  bill  a  claufe,  empower- 
■  itig  the  truftees  to  let  the  tolls  to  farm.     It  might  be  objefled 
agakift  this  precedent,  that  the  ohjefl  of  the  turnpike  duty 
was  different  from  that  of  poft  horfes,  being  calculated  for  tlie 
purpofeof  keeping  the  roads  in  repair,  whereas  the  other  was 
a  tax  for  the  purpofe  of  revenue,  but  he  trufted  that  no 
weight  would  be  allowed  to  fuch  a  diftin£lion ;  for  unqueftion- 
ably  if  Government  were  to  t.\ke  it  on  themfelves  to  repair 
the  rpads,  and  a  toll  were  to  be  levied  as  a  branch  of  revenue 
there  could  in  that  cafe  be  no  argument  againft  farming  that 
toll,  which  would  not  »pply  exactly  in  the  fame  degree  againft 
the  prefent  cuftom^    The  other  inftance  he  adduc^  was,  that 
of  tiie  crofs'pofts,  which  had  been  for  many  years  let  out  to 
Mr.  Allen,  the  gentleman  who  firft  fuggefted  them.     People 
fecmed  alarmed  at  the  propofal,  from  an  apprehenfion  that  it 
might  be  extended  ftill  farther,  and  that  other  branches  of  the 
revenue  might  hereafter  be  made  fubje<St  to  a  fimilar  regula- 
tion :  but  he  defired  gentlemen  to  confider  whether  there  was 
fiot  foniething  in  this  tax  which  rendered  it  peculiarly  proper 
%o  be  put  under  that  fyftem,  and  if  the  Houfe  approved  of  the 
fyilexn  upon  that  pruuciple,  its  peculiar  applicability  to  tUa 
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part}Ci3lar  fzhjcdt,  was  tbne  any  fear  of  introducing  a  da- 
gerous  prrceder.t ;  for  as  there  7  ere  many  of  the  brandies  of. 
the  r?^'enu?  to  which  fcch  a  fyilem  woald  by  no  means  be  ap- 
plicable, couid  it  poffibly  be  argued  that  becanfe  the  prind^ 
had  in  cnecafe  been  adopted,  becaofe  it  was  pecuUarly  ap^ 
cable  to  a  peculiar  cafe,  it  fhonld  therefore  be  extended  to  oriier 
cafes  in  which  it  was  with  propriety  not  applicable  at  all?  Ho 
earneftly  wifhed  that  gentlemen  would  fufpend  their  jndg^ 
nents  on  the  fabjed  until  after  the  bill  (hould  be  printed*  whea 
they  would  have  had  time  to  confider  its  tendency  "and  open- 
tion,  which,  he  was  perfuaded,  would*  appear  fo  free  frm 
thofe  objeAions  which  were  advanced  againft  it,  that  it  wonU 
be  univerfally  received  as  a  moft  defirable  regulation, 
r.  Mar*  Mr.  Marjbam  affirmed  that  he  did  not  imagine  that  he  had- 
at  any  time  difcharged  his  duty  more  properly  than  in  ob« 
jeding  to  a  mode  of  colledling  the  public  revenue  ia  Kpiig* 
nant  to  the  principles  and  practice  of  the  conftitution.  Hi 
jnuft  therefore  perfift  in  oppofing  the  propofed  meafiire;  nor 
did  he  think  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  fafi- 
ciently  eftabli(hed  the  neceffity  of  it*  Mr.  Marfham  tooks 
view  of  the  returns  of  the  produce  of  the  tax  for  tliMS  laft  fbuc 
quarters,  and  faid  that  it  appeared  from  thence  that  the  XXk 
was  a  growing  tax>  for  that  the  laft  quarter's  produce  fs$st 
ceeded  the  produce  of  the  fame  quarter  in  the  laft  year  in 
the  fum  of  nine  thoufand  pounds.  He  could  not  think  0^ 
imputing  it  to  have  been  by  defign,  and  that  with  a  view  to 
firengthen  the  argument  in  favour  of  the  propofed  alteration; 
but  it  looked  a  little  like  it^.  when  gentlemen  recolIeAed  tbB 
manner  in  which  the  additional  expence  of  the  day  tiekrt 
was  fettled,  wlien  the  additional  duty  of  a  halfpenny  per  mib 
had  been  laid.  The  day  ticket  was  eighteen  pence  originally^ 
and  when  the  halfpenny  per  mile  additional  was  laid,  gentfe- 
xnen  might  naturally  fuppofe  the  addition  to  the  day  tickeC  , 
had  been  ninepence,  but  the  fa£t  was,  it  ,was  no  more  thaa 
three  pence ;  fo  that  an  error,  glaring  as  that  was,  tended  XA 
diminifh  the  produce  of  the  tax,  by  inducing  gentlemen  to 
take  day  tickets  inftead  of  paying  the  duty  by  the  milo.  The 
horfe  tax  had  been  a  tax  propofed  by  the  noble  Lord  in  tbfl 
|>lue  ribband,  and  he  verily  believed  that  it  was  likely  t? 

£  rove  an  increafing  tax.     He  wifhed  therefore  that  the  right 
onourable  gentleman  would  rather  propofe  alterationt  ul   ' 
the  mode  of  colledling  his  own  taxes,  than  thofe  of  the  nobb  - 
Lord.     1  he  time  of  propofing  the  alteration  he  alfo  thoudit . 
fufpicious,  fmce  it  was  after  the  worft  and  leaft  produdivi^ 
;uid  jufl  upon  the  eve  of  the  heft  and  moft  produ6live  ^(aai^ 
ter  of  the  year.     Mr.  Marlham  grounded  much  of  whalt  M   • 
ioid  upon  the  paper,  ftating  the  account  of  the  four  lafli  quir> 
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which  he  held  in  his  hand.  He  admitted  that  from 
^the  i:ight  honourable  gentleir.pn  bad  faid,  it  did  not  ap- 
that  the  fuffering  the  poft-horle  tax  to  be  farmed  would 
5  the  fource  either  of  much  abufe  or  of  much  opprefSon; 
hen  gentlemen  would  conGder  that  it  eftablifhed  thepre* 
It  or  farming  the  public  revenue,  and  who  could  fay 

the  precedent  might  not  be  holden  up  in  future  limes, 
juftification  by  a  bad  and  wicked  Minifter,  for  agrofs 
tion  of  the  conftitution.  All  bad  praflices  have  been 
tided  on  precedents,  moft  of  them  firft  introduced  on 
Ible  reafons^  and  where   the  ground  of  objeftion  was 

in  almoft  every  other  inftance,  but  the  propriety  of 
ling  agoinft  the  letting  in  the  precedent.  Mr.  Marfham 
red  that  he  had,  on  all  occaiions,  endeavoured  to  prove 
M  a  friend  to  the  Revenue ;  but  when  it  fhonld  come 
>  a  queftion  which  of  the  two  (hould  be  given  up,  the 
lae  or  the  Conftitution?  he  certainly  would  much  foorier 
Ion  the  former  than  the  latter,  and  therefore  he  fhould 
:  it  his  duty  to  oppofe  the  prefent  bill. 
r.  Baftard  conceived  that  fome   proof  ought  to  have  Mr.  B*ftir 

laid  before  the  Houfe,  that  the  frauds  talked  of  by  the 

honourable  gentleman  did  adlually  exift,  before  fuch  a 
had  been  propofedas  that  juft  introduced,  and  probably 
ithentic  return  of  the  number  of  horfes  kept  by  the  va- 

innkeepers  throughout  the  kingdom,  for  the  lake  of  let- 
them  out  to  travel  port,  with  the  average  number  of 
I  which  thofe  horfes  might  fairly  be  fuppofed  to  travel 
f  day,  would  enable  the  Houfe  tolerably  well  to  judge 
much  the  horfe  tax  ought  to  produce,  if  faithfully  col- 
d  and  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  and  whether  there  was  a 
iency  fufficiently  large  to  make  an  alteration  in  the  mode 
>lle£king  the  tax  abfolutely  neceflary.  Yet  the  right  ho- 
able  gentleman  had  himfelf  faid,  that  the  Public  did  pay 
ax  individually,  but  that  after  it  had  been  fo  paid,  it  did 
and  its  way  into  the  Exchequer.  If  the  faft  were  fo, 
ly  proved  that  the  Board  to  whofe  management  the  right 
lurable  gentleman  had  entrufted  the  collcftion  of  the 

were  not  fufficiently  alert,  and  that  they  ought  to  take 
IS  to  remedy  a  negleft  which  lay  wliolly  with  them- 
$•     When  the  bill  (hould  be  fairly  and  completely  be- 

the  Houfe,  he  could  fay,  whether  he  (hould  oppofe  ic 
Dt.  There  were  various  lights  in  which  it  (truck  him 
the  bill  would  prove  highly  objeftionable :  one  was,  the 
ig  the  different  diftridts  to  different  perfons,  which  might 

to  dimini(h   rather  than   increafe  the   revenue,     Mr. 
ird  explained  himfelf  by  putting  the  cafe,    that  there 
It  be  two  roads  to  the  fame  place,  but  in  different  diftriSs, 
:hat  only  one  of  the  roads  might  be  in  a  dvfttv&.  faxm^^, 
oLp  XXIL  C  c  ^Xi\ 
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and  the  other  in  a  di(lri6t  remaining  in  the  hands  of'Govem- 
ment.     In  that  cafe  the  farmer  might,  for  the  fake  of  in* 
creafmg  his   income,  by  increafing  the  Jiumber  of  perfefii 
who  travelled  the  road  in  his  diilridi,  confent  to  take  but 
two-thirds  of  the  duty  from  each  traveller,  and  thus  draw 
all  the  travellers  his  road,  which  would  neceflarily  diminifli 
the  revenue  received  hy  the  Public.     As  to  the  coinpariD{ 
the  farming  the  poft-horfe  tax  to  turnpikes  being  farmed,  he 
did  not  think  there  was  the  finalleft  analogy  between  the 
two,  becaufe  the  one  was  a  private  and  the  other  a  public 
concern,  and  every  gentleman  muft  fee  there  was  a  wide 
diftin£):ion  between  uifFering  men  to  do  as  they  pleafed  with 
their  own  private  concerns,  and  farming  tlie  public  revenuet 
r  Jofcph        Sir  Jofeph  Afawbey  remarked,  that  when  he  had  firft  heatd 
Uwbcy.     ^£  ^j^g  meafure,  he  felt  the  fame  obje6i:ions  as  thofe  ftatedbjf 
the  two  honourable  gentlemen  ;  but  the  fair  and  candid  ex- 
planation of  the  nature  and  tendency  of  the  billViven  by  tbc 
right  honourable  gentleman  (the  Chancellor  ot  the  Exche- 
quer) had  removed  his  apprehenfions,    and  convinced  him 
that  it  was  a  meafure  not  likely  to  be  produdlive  of  any  had 
confequences,  and  therefore  one  which  he  might  lafcly  fup- 
port.     It  had  been  his  lot  to  have  much  to  do  witli  letting 
the  tolls  of  a  neighbouring  couilty,  and  he  knew  from  expe- 
rience, that  the  letting  them  to  the  higheft  bidder  did  very 
confiderably  ihcreafe  their  rents.     He  inftanced  the  tuipiket 
of  a  particular  truft  in  Surry,  which  had  lately  been  put  up 
to  au&ion,  and  they  gained  four  hundred  and  fifty  pounds 
in  addition  to  the  fum  given  for  the  fame  tolls  at  the.laft  let- 
ting of  them.     He  ftated  other  inftances  of  a  fimilar  tenden- 
cy, and  fpoke  of  the  horfe  tax  being  pocketed  by  the  inn- 
keeper as  often  as  he  let  out  his  horfes  to  travel  poft  acroli 
the  country,  where  there  was  not  any  turnpike. 
fr.Drakc.       Mr.  Drake  declared,  that   as  he  had  lately  thought  it  hil 
duty  to  oppofe  a  tax,  he  was  a  little  anxious  to  jjfe  and  fufF» 
port  the  right  honourable  gentleman  on  the  prefent  occaficn,' 
being  always  happy  when  he  could  reconcile  it  to  bimfelf  to 
give  him  his  fupport.     He  really  thought  the  analogy  be» 
tween  farming  the  poft-hprfe  tax  and  farming  the  tolls  of  a 
turnpike  was  not  very  wide ;  and  he  could  fay  from  perfonal 
knowledge,  that  putting  the  latter  up  to  public  auAiofi  was 
attended  witl)  very  beneficial  confequences.     He  had  very 
lately  been  concerned  in  letting  the  toils  of  the  turnpikes  tf 
the  truft  of  the  roads  near  his  place  of  refidence,  and  th^ 
had  (as  the  honourable  Earonet  ftated  in  the  inftance  to  whi^ 
he  alluded)  had  a  confiderable  advance,  and  been  thence  en-  % 
abled  to  make  the  road  moft  excellent,  as  all  gentlemen  who 
did  the  truftees  the  honour  to  travel  that  road  would  cxpe- 
rience^'    With  regard  to  the  explanation  of  the  natvre  of 

tbe 
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the  bill  in  queftion,  as  given  by  the  right  honourable  gentle* 
m^n,  he  realljr  thought  it  perfedliy  fausfaftory,  and  as  lie 
was  of  opinion,  that  to  be  called  what  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  had  called  the  honourable  gentleman  below  him 
,  (Mn  Marfhara)  the  preceding  day,  viz.  a  fupporterof  the 
revenue^  W4S  to  receive  the  highell  pofiible  compliment,  he 
^louldf  on  this  occafion,  endeavour  to  deferve  (uch  a  com- 
pliment, and  therefore  he  muft  differ,  thpugh  not  from  any 
difeourtefy,  from  the  honourable  gentleman  l>elow  him. 

Mr.  Rolle  declared  that  he  Oiould  iapport  the  meafure,  Mr.  1 
■  though  if  he  thought  it  likely  to  atfecl  the  conftitution  in 
the  fmalleft  degree,  no  gentleman  would  have  b?en  a  more 
determined  oppofer  of  it.  He  had  oppoibd  two  meafures, 
becaufe  he  conceived  them  to  be  unconftitutional,  and  likely 
to  injure  both  Church  and  State.  With  regard  to  the  fenti-  • 
ments  of  his  honourable  colleague,  they  generally  did  him 
great  gredit;  but,  on  the  prefent  occafion,  he  could  not  help 
differing  from  his  arguments.  Upon  thr  Barb  road,  the  inn- 
keepers ha4  agreed  with  each  otl.er  to  fink  the  tickets  upon 
the  back,  or  return  carriage,  akhougn  ttic^y  made  the  travel- 
ler pay  it,  which  was  undoubtedly  an  injiiry  to  the  revenue, 
and  called  for  a  remedy.  Mr.  Rolle  faid,  that,  in  fupport- 
ing-  the  bill,  he  thought  he  fliould  beS  comply  with  the 
wiflies  of  his  conftituents,  who  had  exprefsly  declared,  that 
befoie  new  taxes  were  iinpofed,  their  defire  was,  that  the  Mi- 
nifler  fhould  be  fupported  in  adopting  fuch  meafures  as  were 
moli.  likely  to  make  the  exilling  taxes  efficient  and  produc* 
five. 

Mr.  Dempjier  declared,  that  he  fliould  not  think  he  did  Mr.  D 
his  duty,  unlefs  he  were  to  objedt  to  the  bill,  even  in  that  ^^^' 
firft  ftage  of  it.  He  confidered  the  farming  the  revenue  as  a 
uieafure  fo  foreign  to  the  principles  of  the  conftitution,  that 
it  was  ferioufly  alarming  to  his  mind,  and  called  for  imme- 
diate refiftance.  Mr.  Dempfter  urged  the  danger  which 
might,  in  his  opinion,  refiilt  from  farming  the  poft-horfe 
'  tax,  and  declared  that  it  would,  in  all  probability,  lead  to 
the  grievous  oppreflion  of  the  fubjc6l.  Our  revenue  laws, 
as  they  ftood,  enforced  with  ail  the  rigour  of  wljich  they 
were  capable,  would  of  themfelves  be  intolerable ;  but  the 
difcretion  and  mildnefs  with  which  thefeveral  Commiffioners 
of  the  Cuftoms,  the  Excife,  the  Stamps,  and  the  different 
Tax-office  Boards,  carried  them  into  eflFeft,  was  what  en- . 
abled  the  fubje(5ls  to  pay  fo  much  money  as  they  did.  Would 
that  Houfe  therefore  fo  far  depart  from  their  duty  as  to  put  it 
in  the  power  of  farmers  of  the  revenue  to  grow  inordinately 
'  rich,  at  the  expence  of  the  eafe  and  happinefs  of  the  People. 
Sudden  npRartiortunes  were  always  mattsr^  o^  wvn^  3ccA 
dete/ifltion;  suid  if  ere  the  fubjedtsunneceffauV^  to>aft  tctfi^>A- 
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fie^l  with  fuch  a  profpeft  ?  Or  would  that  Houfe  leave  tbe 
People  at  the  mercy  of  fuch  men  as  farmers  of  the  revenoe 
always  proved  ?  There  were  parts  of  the  kingdom,  efpc- 
cially  that  part  of  it  (Scotland)  to  which  he  belonged,  whidi 
had  few  turnpikes  in  it ;  if  farmers  of  the  revenue  were  in- 
ftituted,  they  would  be  putting  up  gates  without  number,  to 
the  great  annoyance  of  the  Public,  Mr.  Dempfter  read  the 
opinion  of  the  Prefident  Montefquieu,  fromi  that  chapter  of 
his  Spirit  of  Laws,  in  which  he  treats  of  the  fubjeft  of  col- 
lefting  the  revenues  of  a  kingdom  by  farmers  general.  He  ; 
alfo  read  an  extradl  from  Dodlor  Smith's  Wealth  of  nations  1 
upon  the  fame  fubjeft,  to  fhew  that  the  beft  writers  gave  the 
preference  to  an  adminifl: ration  of  the  government  of  a 
country  keeping  the  colledlion  of  the  revenues  of  it  in  their 
own  hands,  and  ftated  the  confequences  of  entrufting  the 
colle£tion  to  farmers  general  to  be  deftrudiive  to  the  liberty 
and  comforts  of  the  fubje6l.  He  reafoned  upon  thefe  ex- 
tra6ls  for  fome  time,  and  faid,  he  had  lived  long  enough  to 
be  able  to  remember  the  inftitution  of  the  crofs  pofts.  That 
fcheme  had  been  devifed  by  Mr.  Allen ;  it  was  the  produ£kof 
his.  brain,  and  therefore  at  firf}  the  Port  Office  gave  it  to  him 
fjr  nothing.  He  afterwards  farmed  it  ;  but  as  ibon  as  itbc^ 
came  produftive,  the  Public  would  not  bear  it  to  be  fanQe4 
by  an  individual,  and  Government  took  it  into  its  ownhand$. 
Inftead  therefore  ci'  that  matter's  being  fit  to  be  holdenupat 
a  precedent,  it  was  rather  a  proof  of  the  adverfe  fenfe  whicH 
the  Public  entertained  of  farming  the  national  revenue.  1£ 
the  precedent  were  once  admitted  in  the  cafe  of  the  poft* 
Iiorfe  tax,  who  could  anfwer  for  its  flopping  there  ?  It  might, 
and  moft  probably  would,  be  followed  by  a  variety  of  other 
taxes  being  put  out  to  farm,  and  therefore  he  confidered  it 
his  duty  to  refift  the  firft  attempt  to  eftablilh  fo  fatal  a  prece- 
dent. 

^olliffc.  Mr.  JoUiffc  conceived  that  no  man  wiftied  to  diftrefs  the 
revenue;  and  therefore  any  profeffions  on  the  fubjeft  were 
unneceflary ;  and  although  there  were  other  periods  in  which 

,  the  bill  now  under  confideration  might,  in  the  principle  as 
well  as  the  particular  claufes,  be  difcufled,  yet  he  could  not 
avoid  taking  fome  notice  at  the  firft  appearance  of  this  phae- 
nomenon  in  Englifh  ceconomy.  This  was  fuch  a  foundation 
whereon  to  build  oppreflion,  influence,  and  every  fpecies  of 
jjDbbing,  that  fome  reliftance  pught  to  be  given  to  its  very 
fiiitrance.  The  Galliinan  a,  mentioned  by  his  honourable  ^ 
friend  (Mr.  Lambton)  had  furely  infeded  the  Minifter  in  4 
wonderful  degree,  when  the  very  firft  bill  he  introduce.!  after 
his  commercial  tfeaty  had  paffed,  muft  be  to  conftitute  iu 
this  country  the  French  mode  of  coUeftiug  the  revenue; 
Some  articles  of  French  mau\ifa&.uie  u\\^\vx  \i^  tvox  ox^^  ^V. 
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latable»  but  wholefome,  to  the  natives  of  this  ifland ;  but 
French  conftitution  and  ^French  law  no  Briton  could  relifli. 
This  bill  therefore  muft  have  his  hearty  oppofition,  from  its 
firft  entrance  to  its  final  exit. 

Mr*  Fox  remarked  that  he  was  determined  to  oppofe  the  Mr.Fos. 
bill,  on  the  ground  of  the  meafure's  being  fure,  if  carried, 
very  confiderably  to  increafe  the  influence  of  the  Crown.  He 
refted  his  proof  of  this  aflertion,  by  remarking  that  the  num- 
ber of  Colle6lor»  who  were  to  receive  the  duty  muft  be  con- 
fiderably increafed,  and  the  appointment  ot  fo  many  new 
officers  would  give  the  Crown  great  additional  influence. 
With  regard  to  there  being  no  new  powers  to  be  created,  it 
was  impofSble;  for  if  the  tax  was  let  out  to  farm,  thofe  who 
farmed  it  muft  necef&rily  be  invefted  with  tliofe  powers, 
which  could  alone  enable  them  to  enforce  the  payment  of 
it,  and  then  Adminiftration  could  no  longer  be  refponfible 
for  the  conduft  of  the  colledtion.  He  reafoned  upon  this, 
and  argued  it  as  a  point  extremely  eflential  for  the  confidera- 
tion  of  the  Houle.  They  were  hound  in  duty  to  watch 
pver  the  executive  government,  and  to  cenfure  it  in  every  in- 
ftance  where  they  faw  abufe  or  improper  conduft.  They 
ought,  not  therefore  to  let  fuch  a  power  loofe,  and  fufFer  it  to 
go  out  of  their  hands ;  and  the  power  of  inquiry  and  fuj^r- 
intendance  would  be  loft,  as  far  at  leaft  as  regarded  the  poft* 
•  Jiorie  tax,  if  they  fuftered  Adminiftration  to  get  rid  of  their 
jrefponfibility  refpefting  it  for  three  years,  or  for  any  other 
term,  for  the  fpace  of  which  it  might  be  let  out  to  farm. 
As  a  proof  that  th^  Crown  would  have  an  increafe  of  influ- 
ence, every  gentleman  who  knew  what  war  was  knew  what  a 
•pontra6lor  was.  And  did  not  every  man  know  the  impro- 
per influence  exercii'ed  over  and  through  the  medium  of  con- 
tradiors  f  The  farmers  of  tlie  revenue  would  be  contradlors 
under  another  name,  and  was  it  to  be  imagined  that  there 
would  be  no  connection  between  them  and  Adminiftration? 
Undoubtedly  there  would.  Shameful  the  idea  of  there  be- 
ing a  middle  man  between  the  fubjedl  who  paid  the  tax,  and 
its  ultimate  payment  into  the  Exchequer,  created  for  the  ex- 

frefs  purpofe  of  growing  rich  out  of  the  diftreflTes  of  the 
^eople,  and  at  their  expence.  If  the  precedent  were  once 
^ftablifhed,  who  knew  to  what  extent  it  might  be  carried  ? 
It  was  wife  therefore  to  refift  it  in  the  firft  inftance. 

Mr.  Sloper  declared  that  he  felt  much  pleafure  in  obferving  Mr.  sioj 
the  general  jealoufy  and  alarm  which  had  ftiewn  itfelf  at  the 
very  firft  introdu<5lion  of  a  fcheme  fo  very  oppofite  to  the 
principles  of  the  conftitution.  It  was  extremely  becoming 
thatHoufe^  and  did  the  indiviual  members,  who  had  te{\&^^ 
the  attempt  to  eliabli/b  fo  bad  a  precedent,  ^Te2LX.\vowo\xx* 
'  ^r.  Shfcr  ad^ed  reafons  to  thofe  already  ftaled  a^3;w\^^>^^ 
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bill,  and  faid,  he  ftiould  not  wonder,  were   the  pofi-horfe 
t^x  fuffered  to  be  farmed,  if  all  the  other  obnoxious  taxeSf 
and  particularly  the  fhop  tax,  was  to  be  attempted  to  be  . 
farmed  likewife.  •-«- 

fr.  Mar-        Mr.  Martin  faid  that  he  was  happy  at  all  times,  when  he 
n.  could  confcientioufly  do  it,  to  aflift  and  fupport  the  Govern- 

ment in  meafures  devifed  for  the  purpofe  of  increafin^the 
revenue,  and  fecuring  the  full  and  complete  colledlion  of  the 
pr(5duce  of  the  exifting  taxes ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  great  deal  of  weight  in  the  argu- 
ments which  he  had  heard  againft  the  prefent  bill.  He  had 
liftened  to  every  part  of  the  debate  with  the  moft  anxious 
attention;  and  although  he  did  not  mean  to  pledge  himfelf 
to  oppbfe  the  bill  hereafter,  yet,  unlefs  when*  it  came  to  be 
feen  and  fully  difcufled  upon  the  fecond  reading,  fome  ftrong 
argument  fhould  be  urged  in  its  defence,  he  was  inclined  to 
thinlcit  would  he  his  duty  to  vote  againft  it: 
fr.  Chan-  Mr.  Chancellor  Fitt  exprefled  his  regret  that  gentlemea 
cJlorFiit.  would  not  be  contented  to  wait,  till  the  queftion  was  in  fuch 
Hate  of  forwardnpfs  as  would  enable  them  to  confider  it  with 
that  degree  of  information  which  alone  could  tend  to  a  pro- 
per judgement.  I'hat  information  they  certainly  had  not 
yet  before  them ;  for  the  bill  had  not  been  read.  He  fhonld 
not  take  up  much  of  their  time  by  going  into  a  detailed  ac- 
count of  the  extent  and  nature  of  the  frauds  introduced'  in 
the  collcdlion.  It  was  fufficient  to  kitow  that  frauds  were 
committed  to  a  very  great  extent,  and  of  a  very  ferious  na- 
ture, and  that  fome  check  was  abfolutely  neceflary.  The 
l)ropofed  bill  was  a  bill  of  experiment,  and  one  which  he 
tliouglit  afforded  every  reafonable  profpedt  of  fuccefs.  The 
honourable  gentleman  had  put  a  queftion  to  him,  which  he 
could  not  politively  anfvver,  but  which  he  did  not  think  at  all 
relevant  to  the  queftion.  He  had  been  afked  wliat  the  tat 
was  eftimated  at  when  it  was  firft  propofed.  This  he  did 
not  a£lually  know,  but  he  apprehended,  that  when  a  tax  was 
once  impofed,  it  was  by  no  means  a  fit  principle  that,  pro- 
vided the  amount  for  which  it  was  firft  given  by  the  Mint- 
fter  who  propofed  it,  was  received,  no  meafure  ought  to  be 
f»3ggefted  or  applied  for  making  it  ftill  more  produ(£tive,  by 
rcftraining  fuch  frauds  as  might  be  difcovered  to  be  pra^ifed 
againft  it.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  had 
made  it  a  very  ferious  bufinefs  indeed,  when  he  ftated  the 
danger  of  great  and  fudden  fortunes  being  created  by  it,  fuch 
^s  ihould  enable  the  farmers  to  overawe  the  government  ahd 
fupport  themfelves  in  any  new  oppreflTion  which  they  might 
think  It  their  inlereft  to  introduce  in  their  colleflion,  and 
the  lofs  the  Public  mufl  fuftavnb^  \\\e  ^\\\\c:\v\yv^  fo  many 
people   at  its  exnence;  bwt,  \ci  tW-  ?vtft.  ^\w;^  \!!cva*"^>iM^ 
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could  fuffer  nothing;  fpr  the  diftridts,  as  he  before  obferved, 
were  to  be  fet  up  at  the  higheft  rate  which  they  had  ever  pro- 
duced, and  the  prefent  mode  of  colledlion  was  extremely  ex- 
penfivey  the  whole  revenue  producing  but  166,000  L  the  ex- 
pence  attending  it  being  1 7,000 1.  which  laft  fum  would 
probably  be  as  much  as  the  amount  of  the  whole  profits  of 
all  the  farmers  taken  together.  The  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  alfo  objected  to  the  principle  of  fetting  up  what 
he  called  a  middle  man  between  the  People  and  the  State. 
JBut  the  fadl  was,  that  at  prefent  every  innkeeper  was  that 
middle  roan,  and  though  there  were  (he  hoped  and  believed) 
many  of  thofe  who  were  perfedlly  clear  of  any  fuch  prac- 
tices, yet  he  apprehended  in  general  they  all  played  a  very 
-unfair  game  both  with  the  individual  and  the  Public.  Tlie 
idea  fuggefted  by  an  honourable  gentleman,  of  making  a  ge- 
neral calculation  of  all  the  poft  horfes  in  the  kingdom,  and 
the  number  of  miles  they  were  to  travel,  was  one  which  it 
was  impoflible  to  adopt,  and  which  was  almoft  ludicrous 
and  perfeftly  ufelefs.  In  fupport  of  the  plan,  Mr.  Pitt  rt- 
marked  that  there  were  many  branches  of  the  revenue  to 
which  it  would  be  improper  to  apply  the  regulations  of  Ex- 
'cife;  but  would  gentlemen  for  that  reaibn  fay  that  tliere 
ought  tobcnoExcifeat  all,  or  in  any  inftance,  left  it  might 
be  extended  too  far.  He  concluded  with  an  obfcrvation  en- 
forcing the  neceffity  of  a  vigorous  and  effectual  colledlion  of 
the  revenue  as  the  only  method  of  fupport ing  the  power  and 
credit  of  the  cou;*-  ry. 

Mr.  Sheridan  having  obferved,  that  it  would  not  be  necef-  W'-  Sli< 
fary  to  do  more  than  take  up  a  Ihort  time  of  the  Houfe,  fiated  *^"*''* 
feveral  arguments  againft  the  bill,  and  particularly  tontended, 
that  the  Houfe could  not  delegate  the  powers  of  theextcutive. 
government  to  others,  who  were  not  amenable  to  that  Houle, 
with  regard  to  the  ridicule  which  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  been  pleafed  to  throw  upon  the  fuggeftion  of  an 
honourable  gentleman,  w^ho  fat  on  the  bench  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  [Mr.  Baftard]  with  refpeft  to  the 
mode  of  afcertaining  what  the  produce  of  the  poft-horfe  tax 
ought  to  be,  by  getting  at  an  account  of  the  number  of  horfes 
kept  by  the  innkeepers  throughout  the  kingdom,  there  was 
nothing  nearly  fo  ludicrous  in  that,  as  fome  of  the  modes  of 
regulating  the  colle£lion,  and  carrying  fome  of  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman's  own  taxes  into  effeft,  which  he  had  at 
di£Ferent  times  propofed  to  the  Houfe.  He  remembered 
ampngother  moft  ridiculous  ideas  which  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  had  ftated  with  refpcd^  to  his  horfe  tax,  the  oblig- 
ing perfons  to  put  up  the  names,  charaflers,  and  qualities  of 
the  horfes  they  kept,  on  the  church  doors,  and  another  of 
-fiamping  the  accoutrements  of  the  horfes  at  the  turnpike  gates 
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as  they  palled*     The  right  honourable  gentleman  was  fo  re- 
markable for  ^ifturbing,  ihifting  and  changing  the  mode  of 
colle(9ion  of  the  taxes,  that  bis  defire  to  put  the  poft^horie 
tax  out  to  farm  for  a  term  of  years,  appeared  to  him  as  if  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  was  fo  confcious  of  his  own  pro- 
peniity  to  meddle  with  the  colledion  of  the  taxes,  that  he  knew 
he  could  not  truft  himfelf ;  and  that  therefore  he  was  deter- 
mined to  put  it  out  of  his  power  to  touch  the  poft-horfe  tax 
for  three  years  to  come.     He  could  not  otherwife  account  for 
his  propoung  a  fcheme  fo  irreconcileable  to  the  principles  oi 
the  Britifh  conftitution.    What  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man had   faid   refpedting  the  excife,  Mr.  Sheridan  admitted 
was  perfedlly  jufl  when  applied  to  the  excife  as  a  mode  of 
colleflinga  part  of  the   evenues,  recognized  by  parliament) 
and  eAa^lifhed  and  exiAmg  in  the  country;  but,  the  cafe 
would  have  proved  widely  different  had  there  been  no  fuch 
thing  as  an  exifting  excife.     With  refpecft  to  what  had  fallen 
from  an  honourable  gentleman,  who  had  faid  that  he  would 
fupport  the  bill,  becaufe  he  did  not  think  that  there  was  any 
thing  unconftitutional  in  its  contents,  but  that  he  was  a  z^a-* 
lous  friend  to  the  conftitution,  and  had  refilled  two  bills 
which  he  thought  likely  to  affeft  the  conftitution  in  church 
and  ftate,  he  prefumed  that  he  alluded  to  the  good  old  caufe 
of  clamour  (his  right  honourable  friend's  Eaft  India  bill)  and 
to  the  bill  in  favour  of  the  Diflenlers,  moved  for  by  the  ho-. 
nourable  gentleman  behind  him  [Mr,  Beaufoy,]    Iffo,  the 
honourable  gentleman  was  welcome  to  his  boaft,  and  all  the 
credit  which  belonged  to  it,  but,  undoubtedly,  the  bill  then', 
under  confideration,  was  a  much  more  violent,  as  well  as  a 
more  dangerous  attack  on  the  conftitution.  Mr.  Sheridan  took 
notice  of  Sir  Jofeph  Mawbey's  declaration  that  he  had  enter- 
tained  fentiments  of  alarm  and  jealoufy  refpeSing  the  mea- 
fure,  but  that  he  was  now  fatisfied  that  he  might  fafely  fup- 
port it.     The  honourable  Baronet  was  the  moft  eafily  fatisfied 
of  any  man  he  ever  heard  of:  for,  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  honourableChancellcr  of  the  Exchequer?  Nothing  more 
than  a  defire  that  gentlemen  would  wait  till  the  bill  was  print- 
ed, and  till  they  knew  its   contents,  before  they   made  up 
their  minds  upon  it. 
.Roiie.       Mr.  Ro/le  acknowledged,  that  it  was  Mr.  Fox's  Eaft  India, 
bill  to  which  he  alluded. 

The  queftion  was  put,  and  the  Houfe  divided, 

Ayes  76.  —  Noes  39. 

The  bill  was  now  read  a  firft  time,  ordered  to  be  read  a  ft- 
cond  time  on  the  enfuing  Tuefday,  and  to  be  primed. 

Fiiclayy  2'jih  Jpril. 

Mr.  Alderman  Newnhum  role,  and  moved  for  the  reading 
pfxhe  Callico  printeis'  bill* 

Ms. 
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"  Mr.  Dtmpjler  remarked,  that  he  confidered  the  bill  as  in-  Mr.  Dcmp 
tended  to  create  a  monopoly  in  favour  of  the  Callico  printers  ^^« 
near  the  metropolis.  Its  principle  was  highly  irreconcile- 
iblc  to  ,the  liberal  fpirit  which  ought  to  chara£lerize  the  trade 
aws  of  a  free  country,  and  it  was  not  fit  to  be  countenanced 
jy  that  Houfe,  whole  duty  it  was  to  guard  and  protedl  the 
:cade  and  raanufaftures  of  the  kingdom  againft  monopolies 
ind  injurious  di(lin£lions.  The  printers  near  London  aU  . 
ready  enjoyed  the  great  and  fuperior  advantage  of  fetting  the 
hfhion  and  taking  the  earlieft  advantage  of  this  circumdance, 
l)y  fending  their  goods  immediately  to  the  firft  and  mod  be» 
neficial  home  market*  He  thought  the  bill  fo  improper  to  be 
entertained,  that  no  correflion  or  amendment  in  the  Com« 
mittee  could  cure  it  and  make  it  fit  to  £11  a  page  in  the  flatute 
book.  He  fliould  therefore  objeft  to  its  being  read  then,  but 
would  move  by  wav  of  amendment  *'  that  the  bill  be  read 
•*  that  day  fix  montns.'* 

Mr.  Alderman  liewnham  xtZMixV^^^  that  had  he  conceived  ^r.  Aid. 
the  bill  to  have  warranted  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  Newnbam. 
objedionsy-'and  to  have  been  the  bad  bill  in  its  principle  that 
the  honourable  gentleman  had  defcribcd  it  to  be,  he  would 
not  have  given  the  Houfe  the  trouble  of  having  it  at  all  under 
their  confideration ;  but  it  was  not  a  bill  to  encourage  mono* 
polies,  or  to  create  injurious  di(lin6tions;  it  was  a  bill  to  pro- 
teS  genius,  and  to  fecure  to  fuperior  art  and  dexterity  a  due 
and  reafonable  opportunity  of  obtaining  a  fit  and  adequate 
reward.     The  Houfe  would  befl  underfland  the  nature  and 
principle  of  the  bill  by  being  informed  of  what  had  happened 
to  render  it  necefTary.     He  then  explained,  that  the  printers 
of  calljcoes,  linens,  cottons  and  muflins,  near  the  metropolis, 
were  at  a  very  great  expence  in  procuring  elegant  and  ingeni- 
ous patterns  to  be  drawn.     They  often  paid  fome  fcores  of 
pounds  for  patterns;  and  as  foon  almofl  as  they  had  printed 
'  thefe  elegant  patterns  on  fine  callicoes,  linens,  cottons  and 
muflins,  they  were  met  in  the  market  by  bad  copies  or  imita- 
tions of  their  beft  patterns,  often  furreptioufly  obtained,  print- 
ed on  cloth  of  inferior  quality,  with  bad  drugs,  and  in  a  loofe, 
llovenly,  and  ill-executed  way,  which  confequently,  being  ca* 
'  pable  of  being  fold  at  a  lower  pricey  robbed  the  printer,  who 
had  paid  an  high  price  for  the  original  pattern,  of  his  faid  pro- 
fit.    It  was  ^therefore  deemed  a  reafonable  requifition  on  the 
part  of  the  printers,  to  apply  to  i:^arliament  to  grant  a  remedy 
againft  this  evil;  but,  they  did  not  apply  for  a  monopoly. 
They  merely  aiked  a   prqteSion  to  fuperior  ;irt  and  inge- 
nuity^ generally  extended  ail  over  the  kingdom,  defiring  that 
every  defignet  of  an  original  pattern  flioulii  have  the  exclu« 
'  five  benest  of  his   invention  for  the  fmall  period  of  two 
months.     This,  and  tbii  onlSf  was  the  objefl  o(  x\i^  V\\\,  ;vw^ 

.    yoL.xxu.  Dd  ^o^^ii 
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would  any  gentleman  contend  that  it  was  not  a  pcrfefily  fair 
requifition?  The  pattern  drawers  of  Scotland,  of  M^c^eller, 
and  of  every  other  part  of  the  kingdom,  were  to  derive  the 
fame  benefits  from  the  bill.    There  was  no  monopoly,  no 
partial  or  invidious  dijlinAion  intended,  hut  a  general  protec- 
tion to  genius  and  invention  wherever  exerc'ried,  defired  for 
two  months,  and  furely  the  Houfe  would  not  refufe  fuch  a 
bill's  going  to  a  Committee. 
Col.  Norton      Colonel  Norton  obferved,  that  fo  reafonahle  a  requeft  as  the 
callico  printers  had  made  in  defiringa  protedlion  of  fuperior 
invention  and  dexterity  for  the  fliort  period  of  two  months, 
he  trufted,  that  Houfe  would  not  deny.  The  colonel  exprefled 
fome  furprife  that  there  was  any  fort  of  oppofition,  as  heun- 
derftood  all  difference  of  opinion  among  the  country  printers, 
and  thofe  nearer  town  had  been  reconciled,  and   the  two 
months  univerfally  aflented  to. 
Mr.Skcenc.      Mr.  Skeene  could  not  coincide  iu  the  fentiments  of  the  two 

laft  fpeakers,  but  fupported  Mr.  JDempfter's  arguments. 
Alderman  Alderman  S^w/^nV^tf  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  bill,  denying 
Sawbridge,  ^\y^^  j|.  g^yg  ^^^  monopoly  in  favour  of  the  printers  near  Lon- 
don, and  contending  that  the  proteSion  held  out  by  the  bill 
was  perfe6Hy  reafonahle,  as  in  fome  inftances,  ingenious  ar- 
tifls  gave  eighty  pounds  for  a  very  elegant  pattern^  of  which 
the  piratical  printers  could  obtain  an  ill-executed  imitation 
for  forty  (hillings.  « 

Mr.  Main-      Mr.  Mamwaritig  defired  the  Houfe  to  let  the  Bill  go  to  a 
warmg.       Committee,  and  fee  it  in  an  intelligible  fliape,  before  they 
pronounced  upon  its  merits.     It  gave  no  lo<:al  advantage,  but 
held  out  a  reafonahle  protedlion  to  callico  printers  in  ge- 
neral, 
ivir.wilbcr-      Mr.  Wilberforce  declared  his  aflonifhment  at  the  oppofi- 
*>rce.  tion,  as  he  had  underftood  the  difference  of  opinion  had  been 

compromif^d.   Mr,  Wilberfore  mentioned  the  names  of  fome 
of  the  moft  eminent  and  refpeflable  country  printers,  who 
had  not  the  fmallefl  objeftion  to  the  bill. 
Mr.Dcmp-      Mr.  Dempjier  again  argTied  againft  the  bill,  declaring  that 
fi*^*".  whether  it  authorifed  a  partial  monopoly,  or  as  it  had  been* 

called,  a  general  protection,  he  was  equally  of  opinion  that 
fuch  a  bill  ought  not  to  pafs.     He  afeed  it  the  milliners  of 
London  were  to  defire  to  have  a  monopoly  of  the  new  £i{hi-  . 
ons  of  the  caps  they  built,  on  account  of  the  expence  thcT 
were  at  in  procuring  patterns  from  France,  would  the  Hodo  . 
grant  it? 
Hr.  Rofc.        Mr.  Rofe  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  bill,  declaring,  that  he  was 
fatisiied  that  no  gentleman  who  fully  underflood  it,  could  ftate, 
a  reafonahle  objeflion. 

The  qucflion  being  put,  the  Houfe  divided. 
Ayes,  67.  —  lioe^,  i.y. 
The  bill  was  th«n  commkioi  for  TAotvi^vj  \!ofc  ^^  ^\Vk\'%  ' 


.A.  1787-  DEBATES. 

Captain  Machride  prefaced  a  motion  for  a  ftatement  of  ac-  c?ptn 
counts  relative  to  the  cheft.  at  Chatham,  with  fome  obferva-  ^*^<^^ 
tions  on  the  hardfhips  feamen  were  put  to,  by  being  obliged 
to  render  themfelves  in  perfon  before  the  commiflioners  of  the 
cheft  once  every  three  years,  in  confequence  of  a  regulation 
made  not  many  years  ^nce,  inftancing  the  cale  of  an  Iridi* 
man,  who,  when  ^he  had  raifed  juft  money  enough  to  bring 
him  over  to  Liverpool,  on  his  way  to  Chatham,  was  feized 
by  the  police  of  Ireland,  and  detained,  fo  that  he  could  not 
make  his  perfonal  appeiarance  in  due  time  to  fave  his  pen- 
iion. 

,  'Mr,  Brett  ftated  that  the  matter  was  already  under  the  con-  Mr.  I 
fijeratton  of  the  Admiralty  Board. 

Lord  Mulgravc  recommended  it  to  his  honourable  friend      T. 
to  withdraw  his  motion,  as  the  Admiralry  Board  were  more  ^^"'iJ 
likely  to  apply  an  e3e£tual  remedy,  than  lucii  a  remedy  as 
could  be  obtained  through  the  mefdium  of  thit  Houie. 

QiMftTiXXi  Machiide  withdrew  his  motion,  which  was  as  fol-  c^pt» 
lows:  For  ^^"''" 

"  An  account  of  the  revenue  and  expenditure  of  tlie  chefl 
**  at  Chatham,  from  i ft  of  January  1 780,  until  the  31II  day 
•*  of  December  1785,  both  inclufive — the  numi)er  of  pen- 
**  fioners,  and  alfo  the  number  of  days  ihe  Commillioners 
<*  have  fet  in  each  year." 

.  Mr.  "Sheridan  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  rcfpefting  Mr.  5 
which,  he  faid,  he  fliould  have  nooccalion  to  trouble  tiie  "'^*" 
Houfe  long,  as  the  bill  was  in  fome  meafure  the  fome  with 
one  which  the  Houfe  had  entertained  during  the  courfe  of 
the  laft  fefEon,  excepting  that  the  obnoxious  clauies  were 
left  out.  Mr.  Sheridan  declared  he  had  not  himfelf  made  up 
his  mind  as  to  the  whole  of  its  prefent  contents,  but  all  he 
meant  to  do  then,  was  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  it  in,  to 
have  it  read  a  firft  time  and  printed,  and  then  to  leave  it  till 
the  next  feffion  for  the  confideration  of  gentlemen  during 
this  recefs.  He  added  farther,  that  he  fliould  graft  a  plan 
upon  it  for  the  advantageous  employment  of  thofe  youths 
who  now  led  a  life  of  infamy  and  idlenefs.  Mr.  Sheridan 
concluded  with  moving, 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  more  efFedlua/y 
<*  to  fupply  His  Majafty's  fliips  of  war  with  feamen,  wlvn 
**  occaiion  fhall  require,  and  to  encourage  men,  u»»(ler  er- 
*'  tain  regulations  and  bounties,  voluntarily  to  engage  tb*^  t- 
**  felves  for  that  fervice  whenever  they  fliuU  he  duly  called 
««  for.** 

"^    Mr.  Brett  remarked,  that  as  the  bill  was  not  intended  to  Mr. 
DC  puftied  through  the  prefent  feffion,  he  would  not  object  to 
it,  but  if  it  were  the  fame  bill  in  all  its  parts,  as  that  of  the 
laft  year,  he  ihould  oppofe  it  as  an  impt'i)L&.vc^S;i\a  lolsx^.vwe* 
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Mr,  Brett  complained  of  having  been  attaclced  and  vilified  in 
the  newfpapers,  by  the  authors  of  the  bill,  by  name,  for  the 
language  which  he  held  in  that  Hotife  refpefting  it  as. a  mem* 
ber  of  Parliament.  Such  abufe  he  confidered  as  -an  attack  on 
the  freedom  of  debate,  and  he  hnd  declared  that  he  more 
than  once  had  it  in  contemplation  to  make  a  formal  compbunt 
upon  the  fubjejft. 

shcrU  yi^^  Sheridan  aflured  the  honourable  gentleman  that  if  h^ 
thought  that  he  had  any  hand  in  tlie  newfpaper  attack^  al* 
luded  to,  he  was  miftaken.  He  confidered  the  meafure  mex^ 
ly  and  not  the  men  who  were  the  "authors  and  fuggefien 
of  it, 

firctt.  Mr.  Brett  faid,  that  he  never  had  entertained  any  fuch  fuf- 
picion,  but  he  (hould  continue  to  fpeak  in  that  Houfe  accord* 
iijg  to  his  real  fentiments,  let  the  attacks  fo  indecently  made 
upon  members  of  Parliament  be  what  they  might. 

fames  gjj.  James  Johvjlone  declared,  that  he  ihould  ill  Jeferve  a 
°°^'  feat  in  that  Houfe,  if  he  did  not  fland  up  an  "advocate  for  gal- 
lant feamen.  Sir*  James  entered  into  an  argument  to  prove, 
thnt  failors  were  but  ill  rewarded  for  theic  bravery,  by  being 
fo  harfhly  treated  after  they  were  prefled,  and  declared,  that. 
he  wifhed  captains  had  the  power  to  pardon,  but  not  to 
punilh.  He  thought  the  condition  of  our  feamen  exceedingly  . 
hard  in  other  refpe6ls,  befides  the  imprefs  fervice.  He  would 
recommend  to  have  court  martials  on  board  every  Kiiig^s. 
fhip,  for  the  trial  of  offenders,  iiiftead  of  flogging  poor  fel- 
lows for  the  mofl  trifling  faults.  He  then  alluded  to  the  laft 
bufinefs  of  the  Chatham  pehfioners,  and  mentioned  thehard- 
fhip  of  a  poor  man  who  was  obliged  to  come  up  400  n)iles, 
from  Scotland,  to  receive  his  penfion,  though  he  had  ferved 
His  Majefly  very  meritorioufly,  and  what  was  more,  con* 
trived  "to  get  fourteen  children  with  one  leg." 

d  Hood  Lord  Hood  rofe  to  combat  fome  ideas  which  he  conceiv- 
ed to  be  in  the  bill,  and  which,  he  faid,  he  knew  frooi  e:;c- 
perience  could  not  be  adopted  without  great  inconvenience, 
Shcri-  Mr.  Sheridan  begged  leave  to  afTure  the  noble  Lord  thatno 
fuch  ideas  as  thofe  to  which  his  Lordfhip  had  alluded  were 
contained  in  the  bill.  He  begged  that  gentlemen  in  general 
would  fufpend  their  opinions  till  the  bill  fhould  be  printed, 
and  remiuded  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  declared,  that  he  had 
not  himfelf  made  up  his  ideas  to  all  the  contents  of  the  bilir 

Bcaufoy  Mr.  Bea^fy  obfervcd,  that  he  did  not  mean  to  enter  into 
the  fubjedi  of  the  bill  at  that  time,  and  under  the  prefent  cir- 
cumflances ;  but  he  rofe  merely  to  point  to  a  inatter  worthy 
of  fome  notice  in  a  time  of  peace,  when  the  attention  of  the 
couritry  ought  to  be  turned  to  the  putting  the  navy  into  a 
Hate  of  preparation  for  war.  Mr.  Bcaufoy  reminded  the 
Houfe^  that  there  now  exifted  a  fcie\^u  ^o^^i,^\m\\y\sicfaift 


A.  1787*  DEBATES.  j( 

of  a  future  war,  might  join  the  enemy  againft  us,  and  that 
the  failors  of  that  new  foreign  power  were  not  diftinguifliable 
From  Britifh  failors.  They  might  therefore  be  employed 
greatly  to  the  difadvantage  of  this  country.  It  became,  of 
::onfequence,  a  matter  of  ferious  moment,  that  fome  means 
af  afcertaining  the  birth  of  Britiih  feamen  were  adopted. 
This  Mr.  Beaufoy  thought  it  enough  for  the  prefent  to  hint, 
as  a  point  worthy  of  future  confideration. 

The  queftion  being  put,  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Alderman  Ncwnham  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Mr.  AM. 
Houfe,  that  he  had  lately  given  what  he  deemfed  a  fatisfac-  N«wnli«n 
tory  anfwer,  in  explanation  of  the  motion  which  he  intended 
to  make  refpefting  the  affairs  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  the 
Prince  of  Wales.  He  affured  the  Minifter  that  he  need  en-, 
tertain  no  apprehenfions  of  its  being  productive  of  any  of 
thofe  difagreeable  effefts  which  he  fo  much  deprecated ;  for 
it  was  as  much  his  intention  as  it  was  his  duty,  to  make 
fuch  obfervations  as  h«  intended  to  offer,  with  the  moft  per- 
fedk  refpedl  and  attention  to  His  Majcfty ;  and  in  fo  doing, 
he  was  perfeftly  convinced  that  he  fliould  aft  moft  to  the 
advantage  of  the  caufe,  and  moft  confonant  to  the  wifhes  of 
the  royal  pcrfonage  who  was  the  objeft  of  the  motion.  He 
was  forry  that  his  motion  had  not  been  anticipated  by  per- 
fons  in  o£Bce,  to  whofe  duty  lie  thought  it  moft  peculiarly 
belonged ;  but  underftanding  that  there  was  no  profpeft  of 
any  propofal  from  that  quarter,  he  thought  that  it  behoved 
him,  feeling  as  he  did  for  the  honour  of  tlie  country  and  the 
embjarraffment  of  the  Heir  Apparent,  not  to  be  wanting  on 
his  part  to  contribute  towards  extricating  him  as  foon  as 
poffible.  In  order  then  to  explain  the  objeft  of  his  motion, 
fo  as  that  no  miftake  might  be  made,  he  intended  that  it 
fhould  run  fomewhat  to  the  following  purport,  ^'  That  an 
**  humble  add refs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  praying  him 
**  to  take  into  his  royal  confideration  the  prefent  embari*af- 
"  fed  ftate  of  the  affairs  of  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince 
•*  of  Wales,  and  to  grant  him  fuch  relief  as  his  royal  wif- 
<f  dom  fhould  think  fit,  and  that  the  Houfe  would  make 
«  good  the  fame." 

Mr.  Roiie  declared,  that  he  felt  much  concern,  after  what  Mr.Rolic 
had  pafled  on  the  fubjeft,  to  find  that  the  worthy  magiftrate 
ftill  perfifted  in  his  intention  to  bring  forward  a  motion  of 
fo  delicate  a  nature.  If  ever  there  was  a  queftion  which 
called  particularly  upon  the  attention  of  that  defcription  of 
perfons,  the  country  gentlemen,  it  would  be  the  queftion 
which  the  honourable  alderman  had  declared  his  determina- 
tion to  agitate,  becaufe  it  was  a  queftion  of  that  fort  which 
he  had  ftated  the  preceding  night,  and  went  immedv^X^V^  X.Ci 
affedl  our  conAitQtion  in  church  and  ftaxe%    H^  ^^c\ac^^^^ 
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that  whenever  it  Jhould  be  brought  forward,  he  woilld  xife 
the  moment  that  the  honourable  alderman  fat  down,  ani: 
move  the  previous  queflion,  being  convinced  that  the  ho- 
nourable alderman's  intended  motion  ought  not  to  be  dit 
cufled. 
Mr.sheri-  Mr.  Sheri Jan  declared  himfelf  imprefled  with  as  highi 
fenfe  of  the  magnitude  and  importance  of  this  fubjeA  at 
any  perfon  could  poffibly  be,  and  confidered  it  perhaps  of 
greater  confequence  than  any  other  that  was  ever  agitata! 
within  their  walls :  he  felt,  in  common  with  other  fnemberii 
an  extreme  degree  of  reludlance  in  difcuffing  as  a  quellioo^, 
what,  if  it  came  from  another  quarter,  could  admit  of  no 
controveify.  But  looking  to  the  circumftances,  and  abore 
all,  the  proceeding  of  Ijis  Royal  Highnefs  under  every  diffi-  f 
culty,  and  keeping  in  mind  at  the  lame  time  what  was  doc 
to  the  dignity,  the  honour,  and  the  gratitude  of  the  whdc 
Britifh  empire,  he  would  not  confine  the  intereft  of  the 
queftion  to  the  country  members  alone,  refpedtable  and 
highly  revered  as  they  ought  to  be;  but  he  fhould  not  hefr 
tate  to  declare,  that  every  individual  of  the  ftate,  and  even 
member  of  Parliament  in  particular,  was  deeply  concerned 
in  the  fubjedl  of  the  motion.  He  differed  much  with  tboft 
who  reprefented,  that  alarming  confequences.  of  difunioB 
might  enfue  from  the  iffue  of  this  motion,  and  that  theez- 
i'ftence  of  the  church  and  ftate  were  endangered  by  its;^ 
tation :  he  did  not  well  know  what  precife  meaning  to  afiz 
to  expreffions  of  this  kind,  but  he  was  very  well  convinced 
that  the  motion  which  was  now  made,  after  every  method 
had  failed,  originated  only  in  a  confcioufnefs  of  the  unpa-, 
rallelled  difficulties  under  which  the  Heir  of  the  Crpwn  mi] 
fo  long  fuffered  to'  labour.  They  very  much  miftook  both  tlK 
conduct  and  charafter  of  what  were  called  the  Oppofition 
in  this  country,  who  fhould  hint  or  imagine  that  they  wifln 
ed  to  take  any  political  advantage  of  differences  fuhfiiliiq; 
between  any  branches  of  the  Royal  Fafxiily :  on  Che  cob- 
trary,  there  was  no  circumflance  to  which  they  looked  for- 
ward with  more  anxiety  and  zeal,  than  that  the  illaftrioBt 
Son  fhould  be  reflored  as  fully  and  fpeedily  as  poffible  to  do 
royal  arms,  the  confidence  and  afieflions  of  his  Father. 

But  in  addition  to  the  expreffions  of  which  he  had  al- 
ready taken  notice,  there  was  another  which  he  refleded  on 
with  very  great  attention,  and  which  coming  as  it  did  from 
the  Minifter  on  a  former  day,  was  the  more  entitled  to  tt* 
rious  obfervatipn :  he  meant  an  infinuation  that  theie  wwe 
circumflances  which  mufl  come  out  in  the  difcufljon  of  this 
queflion,  to  fhew  the  impropriety  of  granting  the  afliftance 
required.  On  a  iuggeflion  fuch  as  this,  it  would  be  riJi- 
culous  indeed  fnr  any  pexfou  to  o\iU\x^ft^\^sxd^  V\\itfwitat 
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^  kaft  fafficient  authority;  and  for  his  part  he  could  declare^ 
^'  on  the  very  beft  and  the  higheft  authority,  that  neither  the 
''  friends  of  the  Prince,  nor  His  Royal  Uighnefs  himfelf,  had 
'  iny  other  wi(h  than  that  every  circumftance  in  the  whole 
z  feries  of  his  condu£t  fliould  be  moil  minutely  and  accu* 
^^tdte^y  inquired  into,  and  thofe  who  felt  mod  for  his  iitua* 
'^  tion  were  ready  to  meet,  and  anxious  to  enter  upon,  every 
^^^^fpecies  of  invefligation  that  fliould  be  fuggefted.     It  was 
•"^'  His  Royal  Highnefs*s  decided  wifli  tliat  no  part  of  his  con- 
~    dviSt,  circumfliances,  or  fituation  fliould  be  treated  with  ant- 
-:  biguity,  concealment,  or  afiedled  tendernefs ;  but  that  what* 
^   ever  related  to  him  fhould  be  difcufled  openly,  and  with  fair, 
^.  manly,  and  direft  examination*     Mr*  Sheridan  remarked, 
'    that  he  expedled  that  long  before  this  the  aukwardnefs  of 
-    difcuffioh  would  have  been  prevented  by  relief  from  another 
quarter  ;  and  fuch  was  the  reluflance  which  he  felt  in  agi- 
.'  tating  the  queftion  in  a  hoftile  manner,  that,  fliort  as  the 
period  was  between  this  and  the  day  announceil  for  the  mo- 
tion, he  ftill  expedled  that  fomething  might  be  done  ip  the 
way  of  accommodation,   fo  as  to  render  it  unncceflary: 
every  perfon  was  convinced  how  much  the  circumflanccs  of 
the  rrince  were  in  need  of  afliftance,   and  he  was  much 
'  forprifed  that,  feeling  as  they  do,  even  His  Majefty's  Minif- 
'  ters  fliould  not,  if  neceflary,  have  ufed  their  influence  long 
before  this  to  obtain  fo  wiflied-for  an  objeiSl*     Whatever 
was  brought  forward  (Mr,  Sheridan  afferted)  he  knew  would 
meet  with  an  unequivocal  and  complete  reply,  fuch  as,  he 
was  aflured.  His  Royal  Highnefs  would  himi'elf  give  as  a 
peer  of  Great  Britain,  were  a  queftion  of  this  nature  to  be 
agitated  in  another  Houfe.    How  far  fucli  a  difcuflion  might 
.be  proper,  he  left  to  the  feeling  of  the  gentleman  to  whom 
he  alluded  to  decide* 

'Mr.  Rolle  declared,  that  no  perfon  could  feel  at  heart  Mr.  Ro 
ipore  loyalty  for  the  Prince  upon  the  throne,  or  His  Royal 
Highnefs,  than  he  pofleiHed;  but  if  a  motion  was  urged, 
which  he  thought  highly  improper  to  be  propofed,  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  would  find  that  he  would  not  flinch 
^  from  it,  but  a£t  as  it  became  an  independent  country  gen- 
tleman to  aft  upon  fuch  an  occafion,  and  flate  without 
referve  his  (entiments  according  as  the  matter  ftruck''  him* 
iMr.  Rolle  faid,  that  he  had  nothing  to  expeft  from  His 
prefent  Majefty,  nor  from  his  fucccffor ;  but  he  would  do 
his  duty,  and  oppofe  a  motion  which  might  produce  ferious 
difierences  between  the  Father  and  the  Son. 

Mr*  Dempfier  faid,  he  had  underftood  from  very  good  au-  W*"*  ^ 
thority,  that  fuch  a  motiofi  -as  that  ftated  by  the  worthy    *^^' 
aldermao,  was  pede£Hy  informal,  for  it  was  againft  the  or- 
ailiir  Jihff  ^njraddrcfs  on  a  pecuniary  fub]e£l  ftvo\A3i\i^NOV^^ 
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toHisMajefty  till  the  Committee  of  Supply  was  clofed. 
He  felt  as  much  as  any  other  country  member  for  the  ho- 
nour of  the  nation  and  the  embarramnents  of  the  Heir  to 
the  crown  ;  but  he  was  equally  folicitous  to  avoid,  by  every 
endeavour,  the  mifcbievous  effe&s  which  might  flow  from 
the  motion  of  the  alderman;  and  he  trufted,  that  before 
the  appointed  time  for  the  queftion,  either  the  honourable 
alderman  would  be  induced  to  forego  it,  or  the  Minifter  find 
means  to  anticipate  its  objedl. 
Chtn-      Mr.  Piit  repeated  thofe  profeffions  'of  good-will  towards 
rPiit.  jjjg  Royal  Highnefs  which  he  had  before  exprefled,    ^ 
was  very  much  concerned,  that  by  the  |>erfeverance  of  the 
honourable  member  he  fliould  be  driven,  though  with  infi- 
nite reludlance,    to  the  difclofure  of  circumftances  which 
he  would  otherwife  think  it  his  duty  to  conceal :  whenever 
it  iliobld  be  agitated,  he  was  ready  to  avow  his  determined 
and  fixed  refolution  to  give  it  an  abfolute  negative*     What- 
ever might  be  the  reprefentations  of  his  conduct  from  certain 
quarters,  he  felt  that  this  fhould  be  the  proceedings  which  his 
duty  to  the  Sovereign,  his  duty  to  the  Public,  and  his  concern' 
for  the  real  intereft  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  himfelf,  moflMe- 
cidedly  impelled  him  to.  The  manner  in  which, the  purport  of 
the  motion  was  now  fiated  to  the  Houfe,  did  not  by  any  meafis 
render  it  the  more  acceptable  to  him;  for  he  was  ready  to 
contend,  (and  he  muft  do  fo  when  forced  to  it)  that  this  of 
all  others  would  be  the  moft  improper  and  unjufiifiable  mo-  1 
tion  which  could  be  propofed,  both  as  to  its  mode  and  its    I 
fubftance.     With  regard  to  the  infinuation  which  he  was    ! 
accufed  of  making,  he  would  only  declare  that  he  was  per-  * 
feflly  mifunderftood;  and  fo  far  from  ftating  any  thing  ia  . 
the  way  of  infinuation,  he  was  willing  to  affert,  that  there 
were  circumftances  which  he  ihould  find  it  his  duty  to 
make  known,  that  would  fatisfy  the  Houfe  of  the  impro- 
priety of  complying  with  the  honourable  alderraaft's  motioi^ 
even  if  it  were  not  otherwife  irregular.      He  confefled  that 
there  was  nothing  he  fhould  wilh  more  to  avoid  than,  a  dif- 
cuffion  of  fuch  a  nature ;  he  was  confcious  of  the  various 
ill  confequences  it  would  be  almoft  certain  of  producing  to 
the  tranquillity  of  the  Public,  as  well  as  of  the  Royal  Pec^  , 
fqnag^s  concerned ;  he  therefore  hoped,  that  on  mature  deli- 
beration the  worthy  alderman  would  be  induced  to  forego  a 
motion  of  fo  injurious  a  tendency. 
r.Hudey.      Mr.  Hujfey  exprefled  himfelf  as  folicitous  as  any  memUjr 
for  the  national  honour,  but  faid  that  he  poflefl!ed  at  leaft. 
equal  folicitude  for  the  peace  and  fafety  of  the  Pubtii; :  it 
would  indeed  be  very  much  to  be  lamented,  if  by  perfiftiii|t 
in  this  motion,  fuch  animofity  might  be  introduced  into  th«  • 
Royal  Family,  as  would  pofiibly  cie;3L\.^  x5nSL  mo&.  xsxhcm^ 
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confequences  to  the  national  peace  and  profperity ;  and  he 
moft  earneftly  entreated  the  honourable  alderman  not  to 
bring  on  a  drfcuflion  which  muft  caufe  the  difclofiire  of  pri- 
vate and  family  particulars  on  fo  delicate  a  iM.bjefl. 

Mr.  Powys  apologized  for  not  havinrr  been  in  the  Houfe  Mr.PoA; 
at  tha  l)^inning  of  this  converfaticn  ;  for  fach  were  his  im- 
preffions  of  the  magnitude  and  impoitance  ot  the  fuhjeft, 
that  no  confideration  whatfoever  ihoula  induce  him  to  be 
abefnt  from  his  duty,  if  he  had  had  any  intimation  that  it  was 
to  come  on.  The  report  of  the  bufincfs  had  Ipread  an  alarm 
through  tlie  country,  and  produced  the  utmoll  anxiety  and 
uneafinefs  amongft  the  country  members,  and,  he  believed, 
geneially  amongil  every  other  defcription  of  perfons,  In- 
Itea'd  of  hearing  this  day  a  frefli  notice  given,  with  explrv- 
nations  of  what  might  be  the  fubftance  of  the  motion,  lie 
rather  expedted  that  the  member  who  prepared  it  would 
come  and  afk  pardon  of  the  Houfe  for  the  impropriety  of 
his.conduA,  and  excufe  himfelf  from  any  farther  procedure 
in  the  bufmefs.  Had  he  been  particularly  applied  to,  or 
author!  fed  to  engage  in  the  affairs  of  His  Royal  High  no  fs, 
there  might  be  fome  excufe  for  his  perfevering  in  his  defigns, 
but  coming  forward  as  a  private  individual,  barely  on  his 
o^n  fuggeftion,  to  agitate  a  fubjedt  too  delicate  for  the  in- 
terference of  the  Adminiftration  of  the  country,  was  a  pro- 
ceeding for  which  he  was  perfcdHy  at  a  lofs  to  account. — 
Mr.  Powys  farther  declared,  that  as  there  never  was  a  quef- 
tidn  which  appeared  to  him  of  more  concern,  fo  never  was 
there  one  in  which  he  felt  fo  much,  or  was  lb  incapable, 
from  agitation,  of  exprei&ng  what  he  was  anxious  to  fay: 
Jmt  he  trufled,  that  every  perfon  who  wifhed  well  to  his 
country,  or  was  attached  to  the  Family  on  the  throne, 
would  ufe  every  poflible  effort  to  prevent  this  queAion  from 
being  agitated. 

Mr.  Drake  faid,  that  no  gentleman's  breaft  was  fraught  Mr.  Drak 

with  more  ardent  loyalty  towards  his  Sovereign  than  his 

own  ;  hit  feelings  of  love  and  reverence  for  his  Royal  Per- 

.fon,  and  for  that  of  every  one  of  his  moft  iiluftrious  family, 

were  indefcribable ;  and  therefore,  after  the  :.  biv  manner  in 

which  the  moft  honoured  and  honourable  men  hnd'tl;nt  day 

diftlnguiftied  themfelves,  he  hoped  to  be  permitted  *-o  rife, 

not  as  prefuming  to  call  himielf  one  of  their  defc-iption, 

l)ut  as  their  copyift  and  humble  imitator,  to  join  -li-  feeble 

Voice  to  theirs,  and  intreat  the  worthy  alderman  to  dcilit 

from  his  purpofes.     He  joined  his  fupplication  to  their  fup-- 

plications,  and  his  deprecation  to  their  deprecations.     Such 

a  condu<Jl,  far  from  affefting  either  his  honour  or  his  con- 

fiftency,'  would  allay  the  apprehenfions  fo  prevalei\v.  ovex  \\\^ 

•  Vot*  XXIL  E  e  cowwxi^  \ 
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country ;  and  then  it  miglit  be  fuid  of  the  alderman^  IIU  n» 

git  anlmos  dinisj  fSJ*  pe^ora  mulcetm 
Tr.  Aid.         Mr.  Alderman  fVatfon  dechred,  that  he  had  no  idea  that 
^atfon.      j^jg  honourable  friend,  the  worthy  magiftrate,  meant  to  be 
confidered  as  wifliing  to  bring  forward  his  promifed  motion 
as  an  individual  member  of  Parliament,  and  upon  the  n)ere 
fuggeftion  of  his  own  mind;    but  if  that  were  truly  the 
cale,  he  trufted  that  his  honourable  friend  would  not  perfift 
in  a  motion  which  appeared  to.  be  far  from  agreeable  to  tJie 
general  fenfe  of  the  Houfe. 
Tr.  she-         Mr.  Sheridan  again  contended,  that  th^  refpeSful  manner 
*^°*  in  which  the  addrefs  to  His  Majefty  would  be  couched, 

muft  do  away  all  apprehenfions  of  jealoufy  or  difunion  ari' 
fmg  from  the  fubjeft  of  the  propofed  motion :  Wfre  anv 
fuch  efFefks  expeded,  it  fhould  have  been  the  duty  of  Mi- 
riifters  to  obviate  them  by  anticipating  the  purpofe  of  ^hat 
the  alderman  intended  to  fubmit;  nor  was  lie  able  to  cbm- 
preherld  why  the  notice  of  this  mealure  ihould  have  pror 
duced  any  alarm  amongft  the  country  members,  who  muft 
be  aware  that  the  Prince  Ihould  not  be  fuflPered  to  continue 
in  fuch  embarraffed  circumftances,  and  that'the  motion  muft 
inevitably  come  from  one  quarter  or'the  other.  With  re- 
gard to  the  mode  of  the  motion  l>eing  brought  forward,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  the  propofed  oiie  was  the  beft  which 
could  be  adopted  :  for  as  to  the  amount  of  his  Royal  High- 
nefs's  debts,  he  believed  that  this  could  not  well  be  afce^ 
tained,  his  creditors  being  fo  grateful  for  the  liberal  manner 
in  which  he  a£lcd,  that,  they  Had  not  yet  brought  in  their 
accounts.  However  the  neceffity  of  the  cafe  made  it  in- 
difpenfable  to  ufe  fome  means,  and  he  would  put  it  to  any  • 
fxde  of  llie  Houfe,  or  any  nidividual  in  it,  whether,'  after 
what  had  pafled,  there  was  any  pofTibility  of  the  motion 
*  being  gi^ven  up:  infinuations  had  been  thrown  out  in  the 
firft  inllances,  and  converted  into  aflertions  this  day,  whid^ 
the  honour  and  feelings  of  the  parties  made  it  necefffiry  to 
have  explained;  and  flioijld  the  gentlemen  engaged  now  re- 
cede from  the  meafure,  the  natural  inference  >vould  be  on 
the  part  of  the  public,  that  they  were  afraid  of  the  circum- 
ftances wliicli  were  threatened  to  he  brought  againft  theiSi 
and,  not  daring  to  meet  the  dlfcuffion,  were  at  laft  reduced 
to  forego  their  motion,  ^ 

Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  fome  honourable  gentlemen  had  thought 
proper  vehemently  to  exprefs  their  anxious  wifhes  that  the 
bufinefs  fliould  be  deferred  ;  but  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man himfelf  (Mr.  Pitt)  iiad  eredled  an  infuperable  bar  to 
fuch  a  meafure.  He  appealed  to  the  right  honourable  gen- 
t/eman^s  own  candour,  whether  that  Houfe,  whether  the 
Count ry^  whetht^r  all  Eurovvi,  covA-ii  ^ouiv  ^Y\>j.QXV«!t  o^iniW 
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of  fuch  behaviour,  than  that  the  Prince  liad  y^ielded  to  ter- 
,  ror  what  he  had  denied  to  argument — What  could  the  world 
think  of  fuch  condu6t,  but  that  he  fled  from  inquiry,  and 
dared  not  face  his  accufers  ?  But  if  fuch  were  the  defjgn  of  fuch 
threats,  he  believed  they  would  find  that  the  author  of  them 
had  as  much  miflaken  the  feelings,  as  the  condudl  of  the 
Prince.  With  refped  to  its  being  (uppofed  that  the  party 
with  whom  Mr.  Sheridan  had  the  honour  to  a£t,  had  been 
guilty  of  fomenting  the  unhappy  diviGons  which  were  con- 
ceived to  txifl  in  the  Koyal  Family,  he  faid,  that  the 
charge  was  as  falfe  as  it  was  foolilh.  ouch  a  difference,  fo 
far  trom  afSfling,  mufl  materially  injure  thofe  wlio  were 
not  admitted  into  His  Majeily's  councils,  and  whofc.oppo* 
fition  was  not  founded  on  any  little  perfonal  animofitics,  but 
on  broad,  folid  confiitutional  ground. 

The  Speaker  put  an  end  to  the  converfation  for  the  pre- 
fent,  by  calling  upon  Alderman  Newnham  to  bring  up  a 
petition  which  he  bad  in  his  hand.  The  petition  being 
read, 

.  Mr.  Minchin  obferved,  that  from  thefullnefs  of  the  Houfe,  ^f^M^nc 
while  the  lafl  converfation  had  continued,  he  flattered  him- 
felf  that  he  fhould  have  had  the  honour  to  have  delivered  his 
fentiments  upon  the  important  fubjedl,  to  which  he  meant 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  before  a  numerous  audito- 
ry, but  fo  many  gentlemen  had  fuddenly  gone  away,  that  he 
fcarcely  knew  whether  lie  ought  to  go  on  or  not.  [Some 
gentlemen  calling  out  goonij  Mr.  Minchin  faid,  he  would 
not  trefpafs  on  any  great  portion  of  the  time  of  the  Houfe, 
but  endeavour  to  comprefs  what  he  had  to  flate  in  as  concife 
terms  as  poflible.  The  important  fubjefl  to  which  he  wifhed 
to  call  their  attention,  was  one  which  he  had  again  and  again 
intreated  other  gentlemen,  more  converfant  with  it  than  he 
could  pretend  to  be,  to  flate;  but  as  his  intreaties  had  been 
vain,  and  he  was  of  opinion,  that  the  topic  was  of  infinite 
importance,  he  was  obliged  to  fupply  their  negleft,  and  con- 
fcious  as  he  was  of  the  inferiority  of  his  abilities,  and  that 
thecourfeof  his  ftndies  had  not  been  dire^S^ed  to  the  fubjefl, 
to  endeavour  to  call  it  into  notice.  All  he  aimed  at,  Iiowever, 
was  merely  to  take  the  rough  ftone  out  of  the  cjuarry,  and  to 
leave  it  to  be  worked  upon,  refined  and  poliflied  by  others, 
who  would,  by  giving  it  its  true  luftre,  make  it  appear  the 
valuable  jewel  ic  really  was.  After  an  exordium  to  this  pur- 
pofe,  Mr.  Minchin  proceeded  to  take  a  review  of  the  prefent 
fiate  of  the  prnal  laws  of  the  kingdom,  in  order  to  fliew  the 
number  of  the  fanguinary  catalogue,  and  to  manifeft  their 
s, .  inequality,  their  injuftice,  and  their  inhumanity.  He  faid, 
'•  an  inouiry  into  the  penal  laws  had  taken  place  a  great  i\ua\- 
)   bcr  ot  yta^rs  9go,  and  that  at  that  tiras  it  had  be^u  io>arv\  x\i^t. 

£  e  ^  ^i^^x^ 
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there  were  one  jmndred  and  fixty  diftin£l  offences  puaifli- 
able  with  ^eath..  Since  that  period  the  number  had  increafed 
very  confiderably,  as  every  feffion  of  parliament  added  a  va- 
riety.    He  would  not  enter  into  a  minute  detail  of  what,  the 
mai)y  crimes  were,  for  the  commiffion  of  any  one  of  which 
^Jie  fubjedl  was  liable,  on  convidlion,  to  privation  of  life.  .He 
would  merely  fpeak  of  them  in  clafles,  and  in  general  tenns. 
In  the  firft  clafs,  he  merttioned  high  Ind  petty  treafon,  and 
murder.     High  treafoh  aflFecting  the  life  of  the  Sovereign,  he 
thought,  fhould  be  puniihed  with  death:  murder  ought  alfo 
to  be  fo  puniftied,  fince  the  precepts  of  divine  as  well  as  humaa 
laws  called  for  blood  for  blood,  or  that  the  perfon,  who  de- 
prived another  of  life,  oUght  to  be' deprived  .pf  his  owm 
After  a  few  obfervations,  he  fpoke  of  burglaries,  highway 
robberies,  and  other  depredations  on  property,  and  entered 
into  a  difcuffion  of  ^he  diftinftion  between  the  different  fpe- 
cies  of,  burglaries  and  robberies,  arguing  that  fome  of  them 
were  irrational,  and  the  punifhment  being  the  faine,  ^fery 
unequally  proportioned  to  the  reil  quantum  of  the  enormity 
of  the  offence.     He  next  treated  of  other  and  fubordinate 
clafTes  of  crimes  and  their  punifhments,  fuch  as  larcenies, 
and  fingle  felonies.     He  interfperfed  obfervations  as  he  pro- 
ceeded through  every  clafs.     When  upon  the  fubjedt  of 'the 
higher  clofles,  he  mentioned  the  fmgular  feverity  of  the  laws 
xefpeding  coining,  and  faid,  if  a  coining  inftrument  -were 
found  in  the  cuilody  of  any  man,  the  onus  probandi  of  his  inr 
iiocence  lay  upon  him,  and  in  cafe  of  failure  of  eftablifliing 
it,  he  muft  lofe  his  life.     This  put  it  in  the  power  of  any 
malicious  foe,  or  any  wicked  and  fpiteful  fervant,  to  take 
away  the  life  of  ^ny  honeft  perfon  whatever,  fmcc  they  had 
nothing  to  do  but  convey  a  coining  inftrument  into  his'clo- 
fet,  or  his  pocket,  and  his  life  was  at  ftake.     Again^  among 
felonies,  cutting  a  hop  bine  was  death.     He  dwelt  upon  this 
with  emphafis,  and  alked  if  it  were  fcarcely  credible?  After 
expatiating  upon  the  bloody  fpirit  of  the  penal  laws,  and 
inftancing  a  variety  of  cafes  in  which  offences  ^apparently 
moft  trifling  were  punifhable  with  death,  lie  contended  that 
lavages  would  fcarcely  credit  the  fac):,  and  that  in  a  cdiintryy 
enlightened  as  this  confefledly  was,  and  the  great  charafier 
of  which,  was  the  humane  fpirit  of  its  laws.— ITic  fituatioo 
of  thofe  laws,  therefore  called  loudly  for  a  revifion  and  are- 
form  ;  and  with  that  view  it  was,  that  he  fiiou Id  offer  a  mo- 
tion to  the  Houfe;  btt  he  begged  to  be  understood  as  mean* 
ing  to  do  no  more  than  open  a  door  to  the  revifion  and^  re- 
form of  the  penal  laws.     He  /hould  leave  the  inquiry  to  Ije 
male  by  thofe  ttioft  competent  to  inquire  with  efiedl,  and 
fuggt^A  the  neceflary  proceedings.     In  France,  undef  Louit 
the  XIV tb^  a  fiiaiiar  in^uir^  \iad  \ieew  vxvsjAa  ^vth  fuccdf*  j 
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Ifi  Italy,  and  in  Ruflia,  the  fame  had  been  done  Iikewife. 
He  fpoke  in  handfome  terms  of  the  Emprcfs,  and  of  her  pre- 
deceflbr;  and  after  a  few  more  argumenrs  to  fhew  that  his 
..  proportion  was  not  without  a  fufficient  precedent,  he  ex- 
plained wh*at  the  nature  of  his  {vropoficion  was,  by  ilating* 
that  he  meant  to  move  for  leave  to  appoint  a  coinmiflioii  in 
the  manner  of  acommiffion  of  public  accounts,  to  confift  of 
profeflional  men,  but  not  members  of  parliament,  to  make 
the  neoellary  inquiry,  from  whence  the  principles  of  the  fort 
of  reform  moft  fit  to  be  adopted  could  aril'e.  He  concluded 
with  tnoving, 

*'  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill,  to  appoint  certain    . 
*'  perfons  therein  named,  to  examine  into  the  ihiteof  all  the 
■  **  penal  laws  now  in  force  in  this  kingdom,  and  report  their 
♦*  opinion  thereon  to  this  Houfe." 

•    Mr.  Slopcr  rofe  to  fecond  the  motion,  and  obferved,  that  Mr.  SL 
there  were  feveral  aft  of  a  criminal  nature,  to  which  capital 
pianifhment  was  not  affixed.     Amongft  thefe  was  breach  of 
truft,  which  heconlidered  to  be  of  a  very  heinous  nature. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked,  tliat  as  the  fubjeft  of  the  W'-  ^ 
honourable  gentleman's  motion  was  perfedlly  new,  as  it  cm-  "^  "** 
braced  fuch  ah  extenfive  fyftem,  and  went  to  fuch  very  im- 
portant confequences,  he  hoped  he  would  not  pcrfill  in  pu til- 
ing it  forward  on  the  prefent  occaiion,  particularly  as  the  ad- 
vanced period  would  not  allow  fufficient  time  for  that  degree 
of  inveftigation  and  inquiry  which  fuch  a  fubjeft  was  entitled 
to.  Befides,  it  would  be  extremely  dangerous  to  take  finy 
ftep  which  might  have  the  fmalleft  tendency  to  difcredit  the 
prefent  exifting  fyftem,  before  proper  data  and  principfes 
-  fhould  be  eftablifhed  whereon  to  found  another.  Such  prin- 
ciples ought  to  be  again  confiJered  before  they  fhould  be 
adopted,  and  ouglit  by  all  means  to  be  fully  weighed  aod 
fettled  by  thofe  learned  and  able  men  who  filled  the  highcft 
fiations  in  the  law  department. 

.  Mr.  Minchin  rofe  to  reply  to  that  part  of  the  Chancellor  ^^Mi 
of  the  Exchequer's  fpeechi  that  related  to  what  he  had  faid, 
introductory  to  his  motion,  and  declared,  that  when  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  talked  of  the  late  period  of  the 
fef&bn,  he  muft  not  have  heard  him  diftindlly,  for  he  had  ex- 
prefly-faid,  he  did  not  mean  that  the  commifeoners  fliouldbe 
members  of  parliament,  nor  that  their  inquiry  fliould  be  final; 
-but  that  they  Aiould  be  profeffional  men,  an4  then,  the  re- 
fult  of  their  inquiry  would  afford  the  principles  to  ground  a 
reform  upon.  His  meaning  was  to  have  had  their  report  re- 
ferred to  the  fages  of  the  law,  the  judges,  and  that  they 
fhould  have  ultimately  decided  upon  what  alteration  woul4 
be  wife  and  pradicable.  That  th^  matter  would  be  attended 
with  foine  dlfficuirj  be  was  ready  to  conft(s*,  bvClNvV^^  tMX\. 
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of  fenfe  were  right  at  fetting  oS,  with  perieverance,  he  was 
perfu^ded  that  I'carcely  any  thing  was  impra&icable.  As  to 
the  time  of  year,  he  had  chofen  it  on  purpofe,  as  a  fumiiiec^» 
recefs  from  terms,  and  from  bufinefs  of  another  naturei 
would,  in  his  mind,  be  the  fitted  to  employ  in  fuch  a  refearch 
and  reviiion,  as  thofe  he  had  taken  the  liberty  to  fuggeft*  Mr.- 
Minchin  declared,  that  he  had  not  brought  the  matter  for- 
ward as  a  party  matter;  he  had  not  a£ked  a  fingle  friend  to 
come  down  to  fupport  him,  as  the  flate  of  the  Houfe  proved; 
and  if  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  fay,  that  he  or 
any  other  gentleman  would  take  the  matter  up,  he  would  very 
heartily  withdraw  his  motion. 

The  motion,  by  leave  of  the  Houfe,  was^accordingly  with-* 
drawn* 
.  Chan-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  now  remarked,  when  the  queftion 
or  Pitt.  ^^5  puj^  whether  a  divilion  fliould  take  place  or  not,  the 
Houfe  would,  in  all  probability,  be  ftill  thinner  than  it  was 
then,  and,  therefore,  he  would  embrace  that  opportunity  of 
again  bringing  forward  a  fubjedl,  the  fmgular  importance  of 
which  would,  he  flattered  himfelf,  fuflBciently  apologize  for 
the  irregularity  he  was  confcious  that  he  was  guilty  ofi 
calling  back  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  at  that  moment  to 
the  former  fubjedi  of  converfation,  viz.  to  the  jdtuation  of 
His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales.  As  he  found 
that  feveral  perfons  had  imagined,  that  what  had  fallen  frpin 
an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  applied  to  fome* 
thing  he  had  fa  id,  he  wilhed  to  remove  the  poflibility  of 
mi  An  terp  fetation,  efpecially  as  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
ftited  that  tlie  infmuatioris  whicR  had  been  thrown  out,  mado 
it  impoflible  for  the  friends  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  to  with** 
draw  their  motion;  that  from  what  he  had  obferved,  in  con- 
fequence  of  the  fentimeiits  thrown  out  by  fo  many  refpe<3a- 
ble  members,  and  from  the  general  feeling  of  the  Houfe,  ho 
was  perfuaded  there  was  almoft  an  unanimous  opinion  that 
fuch  a  motion  ought  not  to  be  brought  forward,  and  nothing 
which  he  had  faid  could  afford  the  flighteft  colour  of  argu- 
ment for  perfifting  in  it.  I'he  particulars  to  which  he  al- 
luded, and  whicli  he  fliould  think  it  necefTary  to  flate  more 
fully  to  the  Houfe,  related  only  to  the  pecuniary  fituationof 
the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  to  a  correspondence  which  had 
taken  place  on  that  fubjeft,  and  that  this  had  no  reference-to 
any  extraneous  cirqumflances.  Yet  every  one  muft  be  fen- 
fible  that  this  correfpondsnce  in  itfelf  raufl  contain  matter  of 
too  delicate  a  nature  to  be  a  fit  fubjedl  of  public  difcuffion^ 
if  it  could  be  avoided. 
Shcri-  Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  that  he  was  extremely  glad  that  tho 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  explained  himfelf,  becaufe^ 
moll  uadoubtedly,  as  he  had  left  iVi^  ixx;x\.Ui  \Vv&  other  day^ 
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the  interpretation  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman'?  de- 
claration had  been  the  very  conftruflion  which  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  now  fo  fully  cleared  himfelf  from 
having  had  any  intention  to  convey.  As  to  the  matter, 
Mr.  Sheridan  obferved,  that  he  thought  any  fort  of  allufion 
would  have  been  in  the  extremefl  degree  indelicate  and  difre- 
fpeflful.  The  right  honourable  gentleman,  however,  had 
entirely  cleared  his  mind  from  any  farther  conception,  that 
he  m^ant  to  make  any  allufion  which  could  have  any  thing 
to  do  but  with  tlie  pecuniary  embarraffment  of  his  Royal 
Highnefs. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  if  any  perfon  in  the  Mi*.  CM 
Houfe  had  underftood  him  in  the  way  reprefenttd  by  the  ho-  *-'^^^°'^ 
nourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  he  was  very  glad  to  have 
had  that  opportunity  of  removing  fuch  an  impreflion ;  but 
that  he  could  not  acquiefcc  in  the  idea  that  any  expreffion 
which  had  fallen  from  him  on  that  or  any  former  occa- 
fion,  was  liable  to  the  conftru£tion  attempted  to  be  put 
upon  it;  and  that  he  trufted,  from  what  the  lionourahlc  gen- 
tleman himfelf  had  faid,  that  he  would  now  be  ready  to  join 
his  intreatifts  with  thofe  of  almoft  every  other  defcription 
of  perfons  to  prevent  the  proceeding  farther  in  a  hufinefs, 
which,  though  he  had  no  doubt  it  was  undertaken  from  a  re- 
gard to  the  honour  of  the  Roval  Family,  and  the  interefts 
of  the  country,  muft,  if  perfiffed  in,  be  producftive  of  con- 
sequences moil  injurious  to  both. 

Mr.  Alderman  Newnbam  declared,  that  he  certainly  wasMr.AU 
j^t  fo  rafti  and  prefumptuou^  as  to  have  taken  up  the  idea  of  r'^"^* 
brmging  forward  a  motion  undoubtedly  of  a  very  novel  and 
delicate  nature,  upon  the  bare  fnggeftion  of  his  own  mind, 
as  an  individual  member  of  Parliament ;  nor,  having  brought 
himfelf  to  take  up  a  matter  of  fo  much  importance,  was  he 
fo  weak  as  to  feel  any  alarm  as  to  any  confequence  which 
'  might  be  holden  out,  with  an  interefted  defire,  to  drive  him 
from  it.  His  Royal  Highnefs  had,  he  knew,  ufed  every 
other  mod^  of  application  pofTible  to  obtain  fomc  rcliof  from 
his  prefent  embarraflVnent,  and  it  was  his  Royal  Highnefs's 
eiirneft  defire  that  he  might  be  rcfcued  from  his  fituation  in 
the  manner  moft  refpeftful  and  lead  olTcnfive,  where  every 
gentleman  muft  wifli  theutmoft  ref])e£t  to  be  {hewn  ;  but  it 
ihould  be  remembered,  that  his  Royal  Highnefs's  fituation 
was  growing  worfe  this  year  than  the  laft,  and  therefore  it 
was,  that  he  had  authorifed  an  application  to  that  Houfe  as 
his  laft  refort.  Could  he  be  given  to  un  Jerfland  that  it  would 
be  done  in  any  other  way,  he  was  fure  the  wiihes  of  gentle- 
jnen  who  had  that  day  prefled  him  not  to  move  the  Addrefs, 
would  be  cheerfully  gratified.  With  regard  to  the  vl^Ut  ho- 
^^iirsihle gentleman's  €xpianation,  the  Aldeimtvn  \\;xii  ^;ja&>\v^ 
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was  rcry  happy  to  have  heard  it,  becaufe  tnoft  certMnly  he 
had  conftrued  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  hints  die 
other  day,  exaflly  as  his  honourable  friend  had  done;  and 
furely  as  to  wlitat  the  honourable  gentleman  meant,  who 
had  talked  of  church  and  ftate,  there  could  be  no  manner  of 
doubt;  hut  that  matter  had,  gentlemen  muft  confefs,  no- 
thing to  do  \fcirh  an  application  to  the  Houfe,  to  relcue  His 
Rov'jl  Highneis  from  3  pecuniary  embarrallment- 
The  Houle  adjourned. 

Afcnday^   ^Oih  JprlL 

Vv'hen,  in  ro;-: fr- ji:?nce  of  a  motion,  the  a£l  of  3  Geo.IIL 
cap.  15,  h:;d  he^n  read, 
J'.r.n  Sir  J'ihn  Al'iiUr  role,  and  remarked,  that,  purfuant  to  the 

*""  notice  which  he  ha;l  given  the  Houfe  on  the  preceding  Wed- 
neWay,  he  ftiould  hec;  Ic  ive  to  oiler  to  their  con lide ration  a 
bill  to  pr^-jvent  orcafiorial  freemen  from  voting  at  elections 
for  jncmhcrA  to  fcr.e  in  Parliament  for  cities,  towns,  ports, 
and  boroughs  in  th:^  kingdom  of  Great  Britain.  He  meant, 
he  faid,  fuch  freemen,  who  fliould  claim  to  be  admitted  to 
their  freedom,  after  a  vacancy  fhali  have  happened,  under 
antecedent  titles,  whether  the  fame  fhall  be  claimed  by  birtli, 
marriage,  or  ftirvitude;  and  this  would  be  doing  no  more. 
than  putting  all  places  where  fuch  antecedent  titles  are  re- 
fortccl  to,  upon  the  fame  footing  with  the  cities  of  Londoa 
and  Norwich,  where  cxprefs  acts  of  parliament  had  been* 
made  to  correct  thoie  abufes,  for  which  he  meant  the  prefent 
bill  as  a  general  cure.  Here  he  dcflred  the  3d  Geo.  III.  com- 
monly called  the  Durham  aft,  might  be  read,  which  being 
read  by  the  clerk,  Sir  John  proceeded — By  this  adl  it  might 
be  fcen,  "  that  no  perfon  claiming  as  freeman  fliall,  after  the" 
**  I  ft  of  May,  1763,  he  admitted  to  give  his  vote  at  any 
**  clciSiion,  unlefs  luch  perfon  ftiall  have  been  admitted  to 
**  tlic  freedom  of  fuch  city,  town,  port,  or  borough,  twelve 
*^  kaleiular  months  before  the  day  of  fuch  eledlion.**  Had 
the  Durham  act  included,  *^  or  who  claims  to  he  admitted 
<^  to  his  freedom  under  antecedent  titles^  either  by  birth, 
*'  marriage,  or  fervitude,"  the  prefent  bill  would  tlien  have 
proved  unneceiniry,  as  the  mifchief  would  have  been  pre- 
vented of  wliicli  he  now  complained.  A  bill  had  been 
brought  into  the  Houfe  laft  year  by  an  honourable  gentleman, 
not  then  prelent,  to  prevent  occafional  inhabitants  from  vo- 
ting at  ele6tions,  &c.  He  knew  it  was  that  honourable  gen- 
tleman's wifh  to  have  made  his  bill  comprehend  and  provide 
againCt  the  mifchiefs  to  which  he  was  now  fuggefting  a  le-^ 
mcdy,  but  the  honourable  gentleman  thought  it  advifeable- 
ijot  to  e/nfcrace  too  many  ol^jeiXs,  U&  Vi;j  ^  x.qo  Uberal  extea- 
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fion  of  the  powers  of  his  bill,  he  might  bring  its  fuccefs  into 
hazard-^the  reception  which  that  bill  met  with  from  Parlia- 
ment (being  pafled  without  a  diflenting  voice  in  either  Houfe) 
he  was  willing  to  rely  upon,  as  a  pledge  for  the  fuccefs  of  the 
UII9  which  he  did  then  propofe  to  them,  the  principle  of 
both  being  the  fame,  and  pointing  to  the  prevention  of  occa* 
£onality,  by  the  reje^lipn  of  the  fuffrages  of  fuch  eleftors^ 
"whofe  lole  obje£l  ot  qualification  /hould  be  that  of  voting  at 
a  particular  time,  and  for  a  particular  perfon,  when  the  Tea- 
fon  of  fuch  e]e(5lion,  and  the  candidates  for  the  fame,  (hould 
be  generally  known.     Now,  though  dccafionality  had  ever 
been  fatal  to  votes  at  the  common  law,  yet  Parliament  had 
pafled  a  variety  of  ftatutes,  from  time  to  time,  expreiCve  of 
their  full  difapprobation  of  occafional  votes.     He  need  but 
juft  name  fome  of  thofe  ftatutes  which  would  bring  them  to 
the  recolledlion  of  the  Houfe.     Againft  occafional  freemen 
in   London,  11   Geo.   I.     Againft  occafional  in  counties^ 
18  Geo.  II.  cap.  18,  fee.  3.    Againft  occafional  freeholders  in 
boroughs  that  are  counties  in  themfelves,  19  Geo.  II.  cap.  28. 
A&  to  regulate  ele£tions  in  the  city  of  Norwich,  3  Geo.  IL 
cap.  8.     Againft  occafional  freemen  generally,  3  Geo.  Ill* 
cap.  15.-— or  what  was  ufually  called  the  Durham  a£l.     And 
alfa,  the  a£t  of  the  laft  fef&on  againft  occafional  refidency, 
which  was  an  indifputable  proof  of  the  prefent  Parliament's  fen- 
timents  upon  the  fubjed  of  occafionality  in  general,  and  had 
aptly  preceded  the  bill  he  now  propofed  to  them.     Befides 
thefe,  almoft  innumerable  were  the  decifions  againft  occa- 
fional votes,  as  in  the  cafe  of  Stafford,  Feb.  4,  1784;  in  the 
cafe  of  Wareham,  Jan.  19,  1748;  in  the  cafe  of  Weymouth 
and  Melcomb,  June  3,  1724,  the  Houfe  declared,  that  all 
votes  were  "clearly  fraudulent  (without  any  particular  limi- 
^  tat  ion  to  occafionality  at  the  common  law)  which  were 
•*  made  merely  for  the  purpofe  of  an  eledion."  and  votes 
even  of  three  years  ftanding,  "againft  which  occafionality 
"  was  then  proved,  were  determined  to  be  void."    Journals, 
V.  17,  p.  665. 

In  the  city  of  London,  by  the  1 1  th  of  Geo.  I.  no  perfon 
can  TOte  for  members  to  reprefent  that  city  who  has  not  l)een 
on  the  livery  twelve  calendar  months  previous  to  fuch  elec- 
tion. The  occafion  of  the  Durham  a6^,  which  he  had  al- 
ready mentioned,  was,  that  215  freemen  had  been  made  juft 
before  the  ele£lion,  93  of  thefe  were  fworn  in,  on,  or  after 
the  day  of  the  tefte  of  the  writ,  on  which  the  Houfe  deter- 
mined that  the  whole  215  pretended  to  have  been  made  free 
aftef  the  death  of  Mr.  La.TiL»ton,  their  late  member,  had  no 
right  to  vote  in  the  fubfequent  eledion.  All  thefe  different 
aSs  and  different  refolutions  of  Parliament  fully  proved  the 
averfion  of  the  Legiflatuieat  all  times  to  occalion3iVvtN,Kv>X^^x- 
Vot.XXII.  Fi  x\i^ 
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ther  reinforced  by  the  common  law  of  Parliament     An4> 
indeed,  the  refolution  of  the  Houfe  in  the  cafe  of  Norwii, 
of  March  12,  1701,  would,  if  made  a  general,  principle  rf     . 
parliamentary  decifion,  have  rendered  the  bill,  which  he  pro- 
pofed  to  ofter  to  them,  totally  unneceflary.     That  refolution 
was  as  follows : — Refolved,  "  That  fuch  perfons  as  had  i 
*^  right  to  their  freedom  in  the  city  of  Norwich  before  the 
^*  telle  of  tlie  writ,  and  took  out  their  freedom  after  the  faid 
*^  tefte,  not  having  demanded  the  fame  before  the  faid  tefte^ 
<^  had  not  a  right  to  vote  in  the  laft  election  of  citizens  to 
«^  ferve  in  the  prefent  Parliament  for  the  faid  city."    Jour- 
nals, vol.  13,  p.  791,  col.  2. 

'  The  bill  which  he  now  offered  to  the  Houfe  woul^  eflfeo* 
tually  do  away  all  doubt,  difficulty,  and  contrariety  of  opi- 
nion, in  refpeft  to  fuch  freemen  who  ftiould  hereafter  claim ' 
to  take  up  theii"  freedom  under  inchoate,  as  they  were  calledf. 
or  antecedent  rights.  And  at  this  feafon  of^  tranquillityi 
which  might  alfo  be  prefumed  to  be  diflant  from  a  generali 
or  from  any  particular  eleflion,  every  man  who  'valued  hii 
franchife  would  have  time  and  opportunity  to  qualify  himfdf 
fully  and  duly  for  fuch  an  event.  More  than  one-third  jof 
the  cities,  towns,  ports,  or  boroughs  in  England,  where 
freemen  claim  a  right  to  fufFrage  under  antecedent  titldi 
would  be  relieved  from  great  abufes  by  the  bill  which  he 
meant  to  liave  the  honour  to  propofe  to  them.  Many^ean 
refideiice  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Briflol,  and  his  having  (at 
upon  the  laft  eleflion  Committee  for  that  -city  (in  which  a 
reference  was  had  to  every  paft  eleflion  there  from  the  ban- 
ning of  the  prefent  century)  would,  warrant  him  in  ailertii^ 
that  the  moft  atrocious  and  infamous  abufes  have  invanablj- 
prevailed  tliere,  at  almoft  every  feafon  of  elefdkion  fince  tbe 
year  1701,  which  could  fcandalize  morals,  difgrace  theeon- 
llitution,  or  profane  religion  ;  fo  that  were  his  bit)  to  purify 
but  that  one  eledlion  kennel  alone,  it  vjjjOuld  unqueflionaUj 
entitle  it  to  the  countenance  of  the  Hoiafe.  At  Briftol  na 
eledlion  poilibly  could  be  determined  without  great  riotj  dl- 
Iny,  expence  and  difficulty  from  the  uncertainty  of  thenoffl- 
bers  and  undefined  defcription  of  thofe,  who,  as  matjtersnanr 
flood,  claim  to  vote  under  inchoate  or  antecedent,  rightfc 
tvhich  would  be  greatly  diminifhed,  if  not  tolerably  ww 
cured,  by  the  Houfe's  fixing  on  fuch  fpecified  term  ai- 
fliould  feem  good  to  them  for  the  admiffion  and  regifiry 
of  fuch  freemen  previous  either  to  the  vacancy  or  to  wb 
tefte  of  the  writ,  in  order  to  give  fuch  claimants  cffi* 
tienr  votes.  And  this  was  the  more  necefTary  with  regard 
to  Briftol,  efpecially  as  there  had  been  no  parliamentary  de* 
termination  in  refpedt  to  the  right  of  eleftion  there,  MoiC 
tfi^n  one- third  of  the  Briftol  d^dou  ^om^kted  their  rigto 
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by  regiftry,  &c.  and  this  they  did,  not  only  after  the  date  of 
the  telle  of  the  writ,  but  frequently  within  lialf  an  hour  of 
giving  their  votes  upon  the  hullings.     Cuftom  would  not 
fupport  this  right  of  voting  at  Driftol ;  for  fo  uniafe  and  fo 
little  reliance  had  the  candidates  them  Tel  ves  upon  fucli  vote-:, 
that  they  have  frequently  entered  into  agreements  with  e.:cli 
other  previous  to  the  eleclion,  eirher  not  to  polj  any  voter 
who  had  not  ^completed  his  franchife  befon^  the  date  of  the 
tefte  of  the  writ,  or  to   fijlFer  all  to  vott;  who  had  been  ad-    ' 
mitted  after  the  date  of  the  tcfte,  or  to  mark  all  fnch  v,  ith 
queries  fubjedl  to  their  being  generally  rejeftcd  oi  generally 
admitted,  as  the  candidates  Ihcrld  agree  arnongil  thenifidves 
upon  caltingupof  the  poll.     So  voters,  howc-ver,  attempt- 
ed to  objedk  to  fuch  agreement  from  a  confcioufnel's  of  the 
feeblenefs  of  their  pretenfions,  though  the  Houlb  had  deter- 
mined repeatedly,  as  in  the  cafe  of  CirenceftcT,  May   21, 
1784.     Journals,  V.  i.  p.  708.     "  That  no  confent  of  par  • 
**  ties  could  alter  the  right  of  eleilion,"     And  farther,  all 
thofe  who  never  thought  of  efEjftuating  their  rights  until 
the  moment  of  eleftion,  muft  be  bad  votes  by  the  common 
law  of  Parliament,  upon  the  ground  of  fraud  and  occaliona- 
lity.     No  candidate  could  poflibly  form  a  judgement  of  con- 
fiituents  in  any  town  or  borough  from  the  Chamberlain's 
books,  or  any  other  regifter,  as  multitudes  came  in  with 
fuch  claims  after  the  date  of  the  tefte  of  the  writ,  which 
multiplied  expence,    confufion,  delay,  uncertainty,  impofi- 
tion,  &c.  upon  the  candidates;  and  many  hundreds,  in  con- 
.  fequence  of  this  indecifion,  were  acknowledged  to  have  voted 
at  every  eleftion  without  rights  in  fufEcient  numbers  to  have 
■  turned   the  fca)e  of  fuch  eleftion,  and  to  impofe  aipgrious 
reprefentation  on  that  Houfe.     At  liriftol,  the  titles  of  all 
fuch  to  vote  had  conftantly  been  paid  for  By  the  agents  of 
the  dififerent  candidates,  and  fuch  titles  were  regularly  kept  in 
the  agent's  hands,  nor  trufted  into  thofe  of  the  voters,  until 
«  the  moment  of  their  afcending'the  huftings.    One  candidate, 
whom  however  he  would  not  name,  made  2000  voters  after  . 
the  tefte  of  the  writ — Their  fees  of  admiflion    coft    him 
ISPoL  and  he  was  returned  to  Parliament  in  confequunce. 
.  Marriage  with  the  widow  or  daughter  of  a  freeman  gave  al- 
.  fo  a  right  of  voting  at  Briftol,  and  this  ceremony  was  abu- 
fed  and  profaned  in  the  moft  fcandalous  and  tL  iv?  /ul  man- 
ner;   foldiers,^    failors,  colliers,  and  all  Ibrts  ot  vagabonds 
marrying  in  the  morning,  going:  from  church  =.    the '^  "'i.^n- 
berlain's  office  to  take  out  the;-   litles,  from  thence  :  ■  the 
hofiings  to  poll,  and  immediately  iifter  quitting   the  .own 
and  going  to  fea,  returning  to  their  coal  pits  or  *-heir  quar- 
ters, or  elfewhere,  without  ever  thinking  more  of  Lheir  elec- 
tion wives*    The  lajne  man  voted*  frequently  wwd^i  fiXStxe^vx. 
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difguifes  three  or  four  different  times;  they  alfo  voted  upon 
the  titles  of  freemen  who  had  died  in  thehofpital,  which  iaft 
was  called  at  Brlftol  (aptly  enough)  raifing  the  dead.    The 
Iaft  Briftol  eledlion  during  the  fpace  of  thirty-five  days,  the 
computed  €xpences  to  each  candidate  per  day  were  400 1.  and 
about  as  much  more  in  lofs  to  the  community,  by  idlenefs, 
drunkennefs,  diffipation,  riot,  &c, :    thefe   mifchiefs  would 
be  in  fome  meafure  diminiflied  by  the  late  aft  for  the  limita- 
tion of  the  duration  of  eleftibns  to  fifteen  days,  but  effect. 
tually  fo  by  the  now-propofed  bill.     As  Parliament  ever  had 
decided,  whether  by  extenfion  or  limitation,  upon  the  qua- 
lification as  well  of  its  conftituents  as  of  its.  members,  in  thd 
prefent  cafe  he  did  not  queftion  but  the  Houfe  would  be  fen- 
fible  of  the  expediency  of  eftablifhing  fome  reft  faints  upon 
the  abufes   which  he  had  ftated,     Moft  of  the  impofitions 
and  enormities  which  he  had  complained  of,  prevailed  in  a 
lefler  or  greater  degree  of  inveteracy  in  many  of  the  towns, 
cities,  and  boroughs,  where  the  right  of  eledlion  was  ill  af- 
certained  and  defined ;  ain)  to  all  fuch  abufes  he  apprehend- 
ed the  bill  which  he  had  the  honour  to  propofe  would  prove 
a  remedy.     But  were  it  to  diminifli  the  evils  prevalent  in 
fuch  perfeftion  at  Briftol  only,  it  would,  to  his  apprehen-' 
fion,  be  found  both  an  ufeful  and  a  neceflaiy  adl.     One  of 
the  worthy  members  for  that  city,  now  abfent,  wifhed  him 
Iaft  year  to  bring  in  foch  a  bilh     The  other,  who  was  then 
in  his  eye,  would,  no  doubt,  ftiew  the  Houfe  his  fentiments 
upon  it;  and  he  did  affert  with  confidence,  that  ninety-nine 
in   one  hundred  of  the  inhabitants  of  Briftol  would  highly 
approve  of  the  propofed  bill.     He  concluded  with  movifigy 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  more  effeftuali 
'*  ly  preventing  occafional  freemen  from  voting  at  elediont 
"  of  members  to  ferve  in  Parliament  for  cities,  towns^  ports 
^'  or  boroughs,'' 
Ir-JoliifTc.      Mr,  Joiiiffe  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe  of  the  late 
period  of  the  feffion,  and  afked,  whether  a  bill  which  would 
affeft  the  franchifes  of  fome  thoufands  of  eleftors  ought  to 
be  introduced  when  there  were  not  above  ten  days  qrafort-' 
night  of  thfc  feffion  to  come  ? 
Tr.  Mat-         Sir  Matthew  fVhhe  Ridley  remarked  that  the  title  of  the 
*jT  ^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^"^^  ^^^  honourable  Baronet's  opening  did  not  correTpondy 
*  "^*        but  contradidted  each  other.    Sir  Matthew  added,  that  here- 
prefentcd  a  town  where  many  of  the  voters  went  to>jea«  He 
never  would  conft-nt  to  disfranchife  tbofe  who  might  be  una- 
voidably abfent  fix  months,  and  not  have  gone  through  the  ■ 
form  of  qualification. 
fr.  AMcr-        Mr.  Alderman  Sawbridge  declared   that  his  wifli  was  to" 
mSdw.     extend  the  right  of  reprefentation,  and  not  to  narrow  it 
^^^'        The  bill  a];peared  calculated  to  W\t  ^yA  ^x\d%e  it,  and  ". 


A.  1787.  DEBATES.  m 

therefore  as  a  friend  to  an  extended  reprefentation  he  mud 
oppofe  it. 

Mr.  Cricket  obferved  that  he  reprefented  a  borough  (Ipf-  Mr.Cricl 
^ich)  many  of  the  eledbors  of  which  were  circumftanced  pre- 
cifely  as  the  honourable  Baronet,  the  member  for   New- 
caftle,  had  ftated  his  to  be,  and  therefore  he  could  not  agree 
to  vote  in  favour  of  the  bill. 

Sir  John  Miller  confented  to  withdraw  the  bill  for  the 
prefent. 

The  Houfe  having  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  Houfe,  for  the  purpofe  of  confldering  the  poor  laws. 
Sir  Edward  Aftley  took  the  chair. 

Mr.  RoUe  eameftly  entreated  the  Committee  to  favour  Mr.  Roll 
him  with  their  attention  to  a  fubjeft  in  which  every  mnn  in 
this  country  was  more  or  lefs  intereilied;  the  (late,  condi- 
tion, and  maintenance  of  the  poor.  It  was  fo  extenfive  in 
its  objeft,  and  of  fuch  ferious  importance  in  its  conlecjuen- 
ces,  that  he  fhould  not  have  prefumed  to  have  taken  th« 
lead  in  fuch  a  very  delicate  and  difficult  hufmcfs,  had  it  not 
been  at  the  exprefs  defire  of  his  conftituents,  whofe  plan  for 
the  better  regulation  and  provifion  of  the  poor,  liis  worthy 
friend  and  himfelf  were  diredled  to  fubmit  to  the  confiderar 
lion  of  the  Legiflature.  In  complynig  with  their  wifhes, 
they  fhould  be  happy  in  rendering  any  fervices  to  their 
country,  at  the  fame  time  feeling  the  fubjedl  to  be  of  the 
moft  public  concern,  they  fliould  hope  and  truR,  not  only 
for  the  indulgence  of  the  Committee,  but  the  ailiftancc  of 
the  Houfe,  in  endeavouring  to  attain  (what  muft  he  all  their 
mutual  wifhes)  a  more  comfortable  fubfiftence  for  the  poor, 
and  a  diminution  of  the  very  heavy  and  increafing  rates.  In 
theobje£t  they  fhould  not  difagree,  if  they  did  in  the  mode. 
The  principle,  he  was  confident,  the  more  it  was  examined, 
the  more  it  would  be  approved  of,  fnpported  and  adopted.  If 
-the  principle  were  admitted,  any  alterations  or  amendments 
in  the  detail  of  which,  he  allowed  there  might  he  many, 
would  prove  matters  for  future  regulation.  Wifhing  the 
plan  to  be  duly  confidered,  and  thoroughly  underftood  by 
the  country,  before  it  was  difcufled,  he  fliouId  for  the  prefent 
only  propofe  to  bring  in  the  bill,  and  fill  up  the  blanks  in  the 
Committee,  to  print  it  for  the  confideration  of  tlie  members 
during  the  recefs,  to  which  he  hoped  there  was  no  objec- 
tion. He  fhould  not  go  minutely  into  the  detail,  but  con- 
fine himfelf  to  the  great  outlines,  with  a  few  introdudory 
obiervations.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  move  a  repeal  of 
any  of  the  exifting  laws,  as  it  was  one  recommendation  of 
this  plan,  that  it  was  not  meant  to  repeal,  but  to  aid, 
Arengthen,  and  enforce  them.  Experience  convinced  them 
•f  the  neceffity  of  amendments  from  their  ptefeul  \rveSvc2cc>{ » 
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•  Whether  thefe  defefts  were  in  their  forrttation  or  in  their  exe- 
cution, he  would  not  then  difcufs.  This  plan  had  four  prin- 
cipal objefls  in  view,  maintenance,  fettlement,  vagraacj, 
and  baflards.  Whether  it  would  not  be  proper  to  have  a  4- 
parate  bill  for  each,  might  be  likewife  a  matter  for  a  futote 
confideration.  He  wiftied  them  all  to  remain  in  the  prefent 
bill  as  component  parts  of  one  great  fyftem*  To  prove  the 
increafe  of  the  poor,  and  the  intolerable  burden  of  the  rat^ 
he  need  only  appeal  to  the  feeling  of  every  perfon  wh©  paid 
the  rate.  If  any  honourable  gentleman  entertaijied  doubts 
concerning  this  circumftance,  he  would  beg .  leave  to  refer 
them  to  the  returns  before  the  Houfe,  and  to  the  obfervation 
cf  a  very  refpedlable  member,  whofe  indefatigable  attention 
to  that  fubjeft  entitled  him  to  the  thanks  of  his  country.  They 
would  find  that  the  medium  annual  expences  of  the  yean 
1783,  1784,  ai)d  1785,  were  at  leaft  half  a  million  annaat 
ly  more  than  they  were  in  the  year  1776,  excluflve  of  ca- 
fualties.  This  increafe  might  be  attributed  to  various  caafei| 
the  difference  in  tlie  value  of  money,  the  advanced  prices  ift 
almoft  every  article  of  life,  the  luxury  and  diffipation  of  the  - 
age,  the  immorality  and  bad  example  of  the  great  and  opu- 
lent, too  often  copied,  iand  too  frequently  adopted  by  their 
inferiors  and  dependants,  or  inattention  to  the  education  of 
the  young,  by  not  training  them  up  in  a  way  to  get  their 
livelihood,  and  to  become  ufeful  members  of  the  communi- 
■  ty.  An  averfion  to  labour  aiid  induftry  in  fome  who  fpend 
every  thing  in  the  prime  of  life,  from  a  firm  reliance  and  cer- 
tainty of  being  finally  fupported  by  parifh  relief.  There 
were  others  who  had  the  inclination,  but  not  the  mQantor 
encouragement.  The  defertion  and  decay  of  family  maii- 
fions  was  a  very  ferrous  injury,  and  lofs  to  the  poor  in  the 
country.  In  the  decreafe  of  labour,  temporary  affiftance  io 
the  time  of  need  or  ficknefs,  by  being  opportunely  applied* 
might  fave  many  from  ruin,  deftrudlion,  and  an  untimely 
end.  The  moft  idle  and  reprobate  pauper  in  this  metropolis 
had  many  more  advantages  than  the  moft  induftrious  in  the 
country.  Perhaps  the  former  was  fupported  by  the  very 
bounty  which  had  been  derived  from  the  fweat  of  the  brow 
of  the  latter.  He  fuppofed  that  charity  was  too  freq.uently 
abufed.  He  did  not  give  this  as  a  general  rule  without ex- 
•  ceptions.     Thefe  were  misfortunes, '  which,  from  the  temper 

and  fafhion  of  the  times,  could  not  be  cured.  There  was 
another  caufe  for  the  decreafe  of  labour,  and  its  confequence^ 
population.  The  enlargement  of  farms,  by  throwing  two 
or  three  into  one.  Each  moft  probably  before  afforded  a 
maintenance  to  a  diftindl  family,  employing  more  fervants 
and  workmen  than  when  confolidated.  This  might  be  prfr- 
rented^  but  it  made  uo  part  of  the  prefent  fcheme.    Theob- 
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.  jt€k  of  this  plan  was  to  alFord  comfort  and  confolation  to  the 
j:  ^ooF;,  to  relieve  the  diftrefles  of  the  fubjed,  to  give  a  fpur  to 
'   induftry,  to  promote  oeconomy,  and  to  encourage  popula- 
-^  tion*     The  meafure  was  ibunded  on  the  bafis  of  the  prefent 
f  friendly  clubs  or  focTieties,  which  had  been  fuccefsfully  efta- 
;  Hiflied,  and  advantageoufly  adopted  to  the  comfort  of  the 
i  pooTy  and  the  diminution  of  the  poor-rates  in  many  counties. 
They  had  conftantly  flouriflied  under  many  difadvantages— 
the  uncertainty  of  the  tenure — the  flu£luatioii  of  the  body— 
the  infecurity  of  the  fund — the  mifapplication  and  often  em- 
bezzlement of  the  capital,  without  any  legal  power  of  re- 
'  iloration  or  reftitution.     Thefe  obftacles  were  all  removed 
by  this  fcheme,  which  eftablifhed   one  general  club  or  fund 
tliroughout  the  kingdom,  with  permanency  to  the  body,  and 
-fecurity  to  the  capital.     The  fund  was  to  be  railed  by  obli-    . 
ging  the  rich  in  a  certain  limited  proportion,  to  become  con- 
tributors to  the  benefit  of  the  poor,  and  to  oblige  the  poor, 
Whilft  young  and  in  health,  to  contribute  towards  their  own 
fupport^  when  difabled  by  ficknefs,  accident  or  age.     This 
might,  at  the  firft  view,  be  thought  an  opprefCon  of  the 
poor  to  the  advantage  of  the  rich.     The  advantage  to  the 
'rich  he  would  admit,  but  not  the  oppreflion ;  for,  on  the 
contrary,  it  would  prove  the  means  of  affording  them  eafe, 
comfort,  happinefs,  and  fatisfa6lion.     It  might  be  faid,  were 
not  the  rich  bound  to  maintain  the  poor  ?  Were  their  eflates 
free  till  they  had  paid  thofe  taxes  ?  Was  it  not  then  unjuft  to 
relieve  their  own  flioulders  to  lay  it  on  the  poor  ?  If  the  fadl 
was  true,  that  the  tax  would  fall  wholly   on  the  poor,  he 
would  acquiefce  ;  but  he  was  clear  that  it  mufl  and  ought  to 
fall  alternately  on  the  employer  and  farmer,  in  fuch  a  pro- 
portion as  he  could  not  obje£b  to.    He  would  firft  flate  the 
terms  of  fubfcription  by  the  poor ;  then  the  comforts  and 
benefits  it  would  infure;  and  likewife  the  advantages  it  would 
be  to  the  rich;  the  weekly  fubfcription  of  two  pence  each 
would  entitle  a  perfon  to  four  {hillings  when  confined  In 
bed;  two  fliillings  walking;  one  (hilling  per  week  for  each 
child  above  two  years  of  age;  ten  pence  halfpenny  after 
-  fixty-five,  if  unable  to  get  three   pence ;  one  Shilling  and 
four  pence  halfpenny  after  feventy,  and  three  fhillings  after 
'  feventy-five,  of  fooner,    if  incapable  of  all  labour.     The 
fabicnption  for  women  was  three  halfpence  weekly.     By  fo 
fmaU  a  fubfcription  out  of  the  favings  of  youth,  he  would 
infufie  a  certain  provifion  for  a  fubfiflence  in  the  times  of  fick- 
nefs, accident,  or  old  age;  an  increafe  of  children  would 
not  be  dreaded,  as  it  would  prove  an  increafe  of  refource, 
and  prevent  the  dread  of  leaving  them  to  the  mercy  of  the 

Criihf  or  unprovided  for  at  their  death ;  they  would  never 
liable  to  be  dragged  from  their  reddence  to  be  icn^^iKotv^ 
.1    •  \tv 
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»      Whether  thefe  defefts  were  in  their  forirtation  or  in  their 
cution,  he  would  not  then  difcufs.     This  plan  had  four 
cipal  objefls  in  view,   maintenance,  fettlement,  vagraacfij 
and  baflards.     Whether  it  would  not  be  proper  to  have  a  £-^ 
parate  bill  for  each,  might  be  likewife  a  matter  for  a  fiitiite 
coniideration.     He  wifhed  them  all  to  remain  in  the  picfatl^ 
bill  as  component  parts  of  one  great  fyftem.     To  prove  die 
increafe  of  the  poor,  and  the  intolerable  burden  of  theratep^ 
he  need  only  appeal  to  the  feeling  of  every  perfoii  who  paid 
the  rate.    If  any  honourable  gentleman  entertained  doubts 
concerning  this  circumftance,  he  would  beg .  leave  to  refer 
them  to  the  returns  before  the  Houfe,  and  to  the  obfervatin 
of  a  very  refpedlable  member,  whofe  indefatigable  attention 
to  that  fubjeft  entitled  him  to  the  thanks  of  his  country.  They 
would  find  that  the  medium  annual  expences  of  the  yean 
1783,  1784,  and  1785,  were  at  leaft  half  a  million  anniiat 
ly  more  than  they  were  in  the  year  1776,  exclufive  of  a- 
fualties,     Ihis  increafe  might  be  attributed  to  yarious  caofeii 
the  difference  in  the  value  of  money,  the  advanced  pricesin 
almoft  every  article  of  life,  the  luxury  and  diilipation  of  the  - 
age,  the  immorality  and  bad  example  of  the  great  and  opu- 
lent, too  often  copied,  iand  too  frequently  adopted  by  their 
inferiors  and  dependants,  or  inattention  to  the  education  of 
the  young,  by  not  training  them  up  in  a  w:^y  to  get  their 
livelihood,  and  to  become  ufeful  members  of  the  communis 
ty.     An  averfion  to  labour  and  induftry  in  fome  who  fpen4 
every  thing  in  the  prime  of  life,  from  a  firm  reliance  andcer-' 
tainty  of  being  finally  fupported  by  parifh  relief.     There 
were  others  who  had  the  inclination,  but  not  the  moans  OT 
encouragement.     The  defertion  and  decay  of  family  mail- 
lions  was  a  very  ferrous  injury,  and  lofs  to  the  poor  in  the 
country.     In  the  decreafe  of  labour,  temporary  afliflance  in 
the  time  of  need  or  ficknefs,  by  being  opportunely  applied) 
might  fave  many  from  ruin,  deftrudlion,  and  an  untimely 
end.     The  moll  idle  and  reprobate  pauper  in  this"  metropolis 
had  many  more  advantages  than  the  moft  induftrious  In  the 
country.     Perhaps  the  former  was  fupported  by  the  very 
bounty  which  had  been  derived  from  the  fweat  otthe  brow 
of  the  latter.     He  fuppofed  that  charity  was  too  frequently 
abufed.     He  did  not  give  this  as  a  general  rule  without  ex- 
ceptions.    Thefe  were  misfortunes, 'which,  from  the  temper 
and  fafhion  of  the  times,  could  not  be  cured.     There  was 
another  caufe  for  the  decreafe  of  labour,  and  its  confequence, 
population.     The  enlargement  of  farms,  by  throwing  two 
or  three  into  one.     Each  moft   probably  before  afforded  a 
maintenance  to  a  diftindl  family,  employing  more  fervants 
and  workmen  than  when  confolidated.     This  might  be  pre- 
Tented,  but  it  made  no  part  of  the  prefent  fcheme.    The  ob- 
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leA  of  this  plan  was  to  afford  comfort  and  confolation  to  the 

CK>r,  to  relieve  the  diftrefles  of  the  fubjed,  to  give  a  fpur  to 
duftry,  to  promote  oeconomy,  and  to  encourage  popula* 
fcion.     The  meafure  was  ibunded  on  the  bads  of  the  prefent 
i&iehdly  clubs  or  focieties,  which  had  been  fuccefsfully  efta- 
bliflied,  and  advantageoufly  adopted  to  the  comfort  of  the 
poor,-  and  the  diminution  of  the  poor-rates  in  many  counties. 
They  had  conftantly  flourifhed  under  many  difadvantages— 
^he  uncertainty  of  the  tenure — the  flu£luationof  thebody- 
tlie  infecurity  of  the  fund — the  mifapplication  and  often  em- 
'bezzlement  of  the  capital,  without  any  legal  power  of  rc- 
ftoration  or  reftitution,     Thefe  obftacles  were  all  removed 
by  this  fcheme,  which  eftablifhed   one  general  club  or  fund 
tliroughout  the  kingdom,  with  permanency  to  the  body,  and 
Security  to  the  capital.     The  fund  was  to  be  railed  by  obli-    . 
ging  the  rich  in  a  certain  limited  proportion,  to  become  con- 
tributors to  the  benefit  of  the  poor,  and  to  oblige  the  poor, 
Whilfl  young  and  in  health,  to  contribute  towards  their  own 
.  fupport-  when  difablcd  by  ficknefs,  accident  or  age.     This 
might,  at  the  firft  view,  be  thought  an  opprefCon  of  the 
poor  to  the  advantage  of  the  rich.     The  advantage  to  the 
'rich  he  would  admit,  but  not  the  oppreflion ;  for,  on  the 
contrary,  it  would  prove  the  means  of  affording  them  eafe, 
<x>infort,  happinefs,  and  fatisfa6lion.     It  might  be  faid,  were 
not  the  rich  bound  to  maintain  the  poor  ?  Were  their  eflates 
free  till  they  had  paid  thofe  taxes  ?  Was  it  not  then  unjuft  to 
relieve  their  own  (houlders  to  lay  it  on  the  poor  ?  If  the  fadl 
was  true,  that  the  tax  would  fall  wholly  on  the  poor,  he 
would  acquiefce  ;  but  he  was  clear  that  it  mufl  and  ought  to 
fall  alternately  on  the  employer  and  fanuer,  in  fuch  a  pro- 
portion as  he  could  not  objedl:  to.     He  would  firft  flate  the 
terms  of  fubfcription  by  the  poor ;  then  the  comforts  and 
benefits  it  would  infure;  and  likewife  the  advantages  it  would 
be  to  the  rich ;  the  weekly  fubfcription  of  two  pence  each 
would  entitle  a  perfon  to  four  Ihi 111 ngs  when  confined  In 
bed;  two  Shillings  walking;  one  fhilling  per  week  for  each 
child  above  two  years  of  age;  ten  pence  halfpenny  after 
fixty-five,  if  unable  to  get  three   pence ;  one  fhilling  and 
four  pence  halfpenny  after  feventy,  and  three  fhillings  after 
fcventy-five,  of  fooner,    if  incapable  of  all  labour.     The 
fubfcription  for  women  was  three  halfpence  weekly.     By  fo 
fmaU  a  fubfcription  out  of  the  favings  of  youth,  he  would 
infure  a  certain  provifion  for  a  fubfiflence  in  the  times  of  fick- 
nefs, accident,  or  old  age ;  an  increafe  of  chiMren  would 
not  be  dreaded,  as  it  would  prove  an  increafe  of  refource, 
and  prevent  the  dread  of  leaving  them  to  the  mercy  of  the 
pariih^  or  unprovided  for  at  their  death ;  they  would  never 
h^  liable  to  be  dragged  from  their  refidence  to  be  imprKbned 
.»    •  in 
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•      Whether  thefe  defe6i:s  vy^ere  in  their  formation  or  in  their  exe-  , 
cution,  he  would  not  then  difcufs.     This  plan  had  fourprin--; 
cipal  objefts  in  view,    maintenance,  fettlement,  vagrancy," 
and  baftards.     Whether  it  would  not  be  proper  to  have  ^  w-'^ 
parate  bill  for  each,  might  be  likewife  a  matter  for  a  futufe 
confideration.     He  wiftied  them  all  to  remain  in  the  prefent 
bill  as  component  parts  of  one  great  fyftem.     To  prove  th^ 
increafe  of  the  poor,  and  the  intolerable  burden  of  therat^ 
he  need  only  appeal  to  the  feeling  of  every  perfon  who  paid  I 
the  rate.     If  any  honourable  gentleman  entertained  doubts  \ 
concerning  this  circumftance,  he  would  beg.  leave  to  refer.; 
^  them  to  the  returns  before  the  Houfe,  and  to  the  obfervation   ' 
of  a  very  refpedable  member,  whofe  indefatigable  attention  ' 
to  that  fubjeft  entitled  him  to  the  thanks  of  his  country.  They 
would  Und  that  the'  medium  annual  expences  of  the  years 
1783,  1784,  ai)d  1785,  were  at  l^aft  half  a  million  annual- 
ly more, than  they  were  in  the  year  1776,  exclufive  of  qa*  • 
fualties.     This  increafe  might  be  attributed  to  various  caufes, 
the  difference  in  the  value  of  money,  the  advanced  prices  in^* 
almoft  every  article  of  life,  the  luxury  and  diflipation  of  the  \ 
age,  the  immorality  and  bad  example  of  the  great  and  opu-   I 
lent,  too  often  copied,  and  too  frequently  adopted  by  iheir  -; 
inferiors  and  dependants,  or  inattention  to  the  education  of  • 
the  young,  by  not  training  them  up  in  a  way  to  get  their  J 
livelihood,  and  to  become  ufeful  members  of  the  communi*  ti 
'   ty.     An  averfion  to  labour  and  induftry  in  fome  who  fpend   i 
every  thing  in  the  prime  of  life,  from  a  firm  reliance  andcer-   *! 
tainty  of  being  finally  fupported  by  parifh  relief.     There    * 
were  others  who  had  the  inclination,  but  not  them^ansor 
encouragement.     The  defertion  and  decay  of  family  man- 
fions  was  a  very  ferrous  injury,  and  lofs  to  the  poor  in  the 
country.     In  the  decreafe  of  labour,  temporary  afliftance  in 
the  time  of  need  or  ficknefs,  by  being  opportunely  applied^ 

/  might  fave  many  from  ruin,  aeftrudlion,  and  an  untimely  ■ 

end.  The  moft  idle  and  reprobate  pauper  in  this  metropolis 
had  many  more  advantages  than  the  mofl:  induftrious  In  the 
country.  Perhaps  the  former  was  fupported  by  the  very 
bounty  which  had  been  derived  from  the  fweat  of  the  brow 
of  the  latter.  He  fuppofed  that  charity  was  too  frequently 
abufed.     He  did  not  give  this  as  a  general  rule  without  ex- 

•  ceptions.     Thefe  were  misfortunes,' which,  from  the  temper 

and  fafhion  of  the  times,  could  not  be  cured.  There  was 
another  caufe  for  the  decreafe  of  labour,  and  its  confequencey 
population.  The  enlargement  of  farms,  by  throwing  two 
or  three  into  one.  Each  moft  probably  before  afforded  a 
maintenance  to  a  diftindl  family,  employing  more  fervants 
and  workmen  than  when  confolidated.  This  might  be  pre- 
rented^  but  it  made  uo  part  of  the  prefent  fcheme.    The  ob^ 
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joBt  of  this  plan  was  to  afford  comfort  and  confolation  to  the 
toor,  to  relieve  the  diftrefles  of  the  fubje£i,  to  give  a  fpur  to 
mdoftry,  to  promote  oeconomy,  and  to  encourage  popula- 
tion.    The  meafure  w^sjfounded  on  the  bads  of  the  prefenC 
friendly  clubs  or  fo^eties,  which  liad  been  fuccefsfully  efta- 
Uifliedy  and  advantageoufly  adopted  to  the  comfort  of  the 
pooi^  and  the  diminution  of  the  poor-rates  in  many  counties* 
They  had  conftantly  flourifhed  under  many  difadvantages— 
Ac  uncertainty  of  the  tenure — the  flufluation  of  the  body— 
the  infecurity  of  the  fund — the  mi fappli cation  and  often  em- 
bezzlement of  the  capital,  without  any  legal  power  of  re- 
*floration  or  reftitution.     Thefe  obftacles  were  all  removed 
by  this  fcheme,  which  eftablifhed   one  general  club  or  fund 
throughout  the  kingdom,  with  permanency  to  the  body,  and 
ibcority  to  the  capital.     The  fund  was  to  be  railed  by  obli- 
ging the  rich  in  a  certain  limited  proportion,  to  become  con- 
tributors to  the  benefit  of  the  poor,  and  to  oblige  the  poor, 
irililft  young  and  in  health,  to  contribute  towards  their  own 
.  fqiport^  when  diiabled  by  ficknefs,  accident  or  age.     This 
night,  at  the  firft  view,  be  thought  an  opprefTion  of  the 
poor  to  the  advantage  of  the  rich.     The  advantage  to  the 
'rich  he  would  admit,  but  not  tlie  oppreffion ;  for,  on  the 
ooatraryy  it  would  prove  the  means  of  affording  them  eafe, 
toaahrt,  happinefs,  and  fatisfadlion.     It  might  be  faid,  were 
not  the  rich  bound  to  maintain  the  poor  ?  Were  their  eftates 
fi|^  till  they  had  paid  thofe  taxes  ?  Was  it  not  then  unjuft  to 
leUeve  their  own  flioulders  to  lay  it  on  the  poor  ?  If  the  fa£t 
vaitrue,  that  the  tax  would  fall  wholly  on  the  poor,  he 
would  acquiefce ;  but  he  was  clear  that  it  muft  and  ought  to 
>  £dl  alternately  on  the  employer  and  farmer,  in  i'uch  a  pro- 
portion as  he  could  not  obje£t  to.     He  would  firft  ftate  the 
-  terms  of  fubfcription  by  the  poor ;  then  the  comforts  and 
F  benefits  it  would  infure;  and  likewife  the  advantages  it  would 
be  to  the  rich;  the  weekly  fubfcription  of  two  pence  each 
;  vtald  entitle  a  perfon  to  four  fhillings  when  confined  In 
bed;  two  fliillings  walking;  one  fliilling  per  week  for  each 
child  above  two  years  of  age;  ten  pence  halfpenny  after 
fizty.-five^  if  unable  to  get  three   pence;  one  fhilling  and 
ibar  pence  halfpenny  after  feventy,  and  three  (hillings  after 
fcveoty-five,  of  fooner,    if  incapable  of  all  labour.     The 
fobfcnption  for  women  was  three  halfpence  weekly.     By  fo 
finaU  a  fubfcription  out  of  the  favings  of  youth,  he  would 
iflfmie  a  certain  provifion  for  a  fubfiftence  in  the  times  of  fick- 
tti%  accident,  or  old  age ;  an  increafe  of  children  would 
not  be  dreaded^  as  it  would  prove  an  increafe  of  refource, 
*  and  prevent  the  dread  of  leaving  them  to  the  mercy  of  the 
piriihf  or. unprovided  for  at  their  death  ;  they  would  never 
1^  liable  to  be  dragged  from  their  refidence  to  be  imprifoned 
■   .f  •  r  in 
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•  Whether  thefe  defe6i:s  were  in  their  formation  or  in  their  exe- 
cution, he  would  not  then  difcufs.  This  plan  had  fourprin-- 
cipal  objefts  in  view,  maintenance,  fettlement,  vagrancj, 
and  baftards.  Whether  it  would  not  be  proper  to  have  a  w- 
parate  bill  for  each,  might  be  likewife  a  matter  for  a  future 
confideration.  He  wiftied  them  all  to  remain  in  the  prefent 
bill  as  component  parts  of  one  great  fyftem.  To  prove  the 
increafe  of  the  poor,  and  the  intolerable  burden  of  therate^ 
he  need  only  appeal  to  the  feeling  of  every  perfon  who  paid 
the  rate.  If  any  honourable  gentleman  entertained  doubts 
concerning  this  circumftance,  he  would  beg.  leave  to  refer 
them  to  the  returns  before  the  Houfe,  and  to  the  obfervatiwi 
of  a  very  refpedable  member,  whofe  indefatigable  attention 
to  that  fubjeft  entitled  hkn  to  the  thanks  of  his  country.  They 
would  find  that  the  medium  annual  expences  of  the  years 
1783,  1784,  ai)d  1785,  were  at  leaft  half  a  million  antiual* 
ly  more, than  they  were  in  the  year  1776,  exclufive  of  ca- 
fualties.  This  increafe  might  be  attributed  to  yarious  caafeS| 
the  difference  in  the  value  of  money,  the  advanced  prices -in 
almoft  every  article  of  life,  the  luxury  and  diflipation  of  the 
age,  the  immorality  and  bad  example  of  the  great  and  opu- 
lent, too  often  copied,  iand  too  frequently  adopted  by  iheir 
inferiors  and  dependants,  or  inattention  to  the  education  of 
the  young,  by  not  training  them  up  in  a  way  to  get  their 
livelihood,  and  to  become  ufeful  members  of  the  communi* 
■  ty.  An  averfion  to  labour  and  induftry  in  fome  who  fpend 
every  thing  in  the  prime  of  life,  from  a  firm  reliance  and  cer- 
tainty of  being  finally  fupported  by  parifh  rehef.  There 
were  others  who  had  the  inclination,  but  not  the  mQaiis<»r 
encouragement.  The  defertion  and  decay  of  family  man- 
fions  was  a  very  ferrous  injury,  and  lofs  to  the  poor  in  the 
country.  In  the  decreafe  of  labour,  temporary  affiftance  in 
the  time  of  need  or  ficknefs,  by  being  opportunely  applied^ 
might  fave  many  from  ruin,  deftrudtion,  and  an  untimely 
end.  The  moft  idle  and  reprobate  pauper  in  this  metropolis 
had  many  more  advantages  than  the  mofl:  induftrious  In  the 
country.  Perhaps  the  former  was  fupported  by  the  very 
bounty  which  had  been  derived  from  the  fweat  of  the  brow 
of  the  latter.  He  fuppofed  that  charity  was  too  frequently 
abufed.  He  did  not  give  this  as  a  general  rule  without  ex- 
•  ceptions.     Thefe  were  misfortunes,' which,  from  the  temper 

and  fafhion  of  the  times,  could  not  be  cured.  There  was 
another  caufe  for  the  decreafe  of  labour,  and  its  confequence, 
population.  The  enlargement  of  farms,  by  throwing  two 
or  three  into  one.  Each  moft  probably  before  afforded  a 
maintenance  to  a  diftinft  family,  employing  more  fervants 
and  workmen  than  when  confolidated.  This  might  be  pre- 
yentcd,  but  it  made  no  part  of  the  prefent  fcheme.    The  ob- 
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fSt  of  this  plan  was  to  afford  comfort  and  confolation  to  the 
'  loor,  to  relieve  the  diftreiles  of  the  fubje£i,  to  give  a  fpur  to 
mduftry,  to  promote  oeconomy,  and  to  encourage  popula- 
tion, jfhe  mealure  w^sjfounded  on  the  bads  of  the  prefenC 
;  friendly  clubs  or  fo^eties,  which  liad  been  fuccefsfully  efta- 
bliflied,  and  advantageoufly  adopted  to  the  comfort  of  the 
poor,  and  the  diminution  of  the  poor-rates  in  many  counties* 
They  had  conftantly  flourifhed  under  many  difadvantages— 
die  uncertainty  of  tlie  tenure — the  flufluation  of  the  body— 
the  infecurtty  of  the  fund — the  mifapplication  and  often  em- 
bezzlement of  the  capital)  without  any  legal  power  of  re- 
*  fioration  or  reftitution.  Thefe  obftacles  were  all  removed 
by  this  fcheme,  which  eftablifhed  one  general  club  or  fund 
throughout  the  kingdom,  with  permanency  to  the  body,  and 
ftcority  to  the  capital.  The  fund  was  to  be  railed  by  obli- 
ging the  rich  in  a  certain  limited  proportion,  to  become  con- 
tributors to  the  benefit  of  the  poor,  and  to  oblige  the  poor, 
Whilft  young  and  in  health,  to  contribute  towards  their  own 
.  fapport^  when  difabled  by  ficknefs,  accident  or  age.  This 
might,  at  the  firft  view,  be  thought  an  opprefTion  of  the 
poor  to  the  advantage  of  the  rich.  The  advantage  to  the 
rich  he  would  admit,  but  not  tlie  oppreffion ;  for,  on  tlie 
contrary,  it  would  prove  the  means  of  affording  them  eafe, 
<omfbrt,  happinefs,  and  fatisfadlion.  It  might  be  faid,  were 
not  the  rich  bound  to  maintain  the  poor  ?  Were  their  eflates 
free  till  they  had  paid  thofe  taxes  ?  Was  it  not  then  unjuft  to 
relieve  their  own  (houlders  to  lay  it  on  the  poor  ?  If  the  fa6l 
was  true,  that  the  tax  would  fall  wholly  on  the  poor,  he 
would  acquiefce  ;  but  he  was  clear  that  it  mufl  and  ouglit  to 
fidl  alternately  on  the  employer  and  farmer,  in  fucha  pro- 
portion as  he  could  not  obje£t  to.  He  would  firfl  flate  the 
terms  of  fubfcription  by  the  poor ;  then  the  comforts  and 
benefits  it  would  infure;  and  likewife  the  advantages  it  would 
be  to  the  rich ;  the  weekly  fubfcription  of  two  pence  each 
would  entitle  a  perfon  to  four  fhillings  when  confined  In 
bed;  two  fliillings  walking;  one  fhilling  per  week  for  each 
child  above  two  years  of  age;  ten  pence  halfpenny  after 
fixty-five,  if  unable  to  get  three  pence;  one  fhilling  and 
four  pence  halfpenny  after  feventy,  and  three  fhillings  after 
fcventy-five,  of  fooner,  if  incapable  of  all  labour.  The 
fubfcription  for  women  was  three  halfpence  weekly.  By  fo 
fmaU  a  fubfcription  out  of  the  favings  of  youth,  he  would 
infure  a  certain  provifion  for  a  fubfiflence  in  the  times  of  fick- 
nefs, accident,  or  old  age ;  an  increafe  of  chiMren  would 
not  be  dreaded,  as  it  would  prove  an  increafe  of  refource, 
and  prevent  the  dread  of  leaving  them  to  the  mercy  of  the 
parifh,  or  unprovided  for  at  their  death ;  they  would  never 
ha  liable  to  be  dragged  from  their  refidence  to  be  imprifoned 
'    .»   •  in 
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in  the  walls  of  a  diftant  workhoufe.  They  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  fpending  their  latter  days>  wherever  it  waa 
mod  comfortable  and  convenient.  They  would  be  free  and 
independent,  and  would  not  be  fubjedl  to  the  oppreffion  or 
tyranny  of  a  parifli  officer;  thefe  benefits  and  comforti 
would  be  alone  fufficient  to  do  away  all  fufpicions  of  oppref* 
fions;  but  he  could  add  othets.  There  was  one,  which  he 
confidered  to  be  the  natural  right  of  every  fubjedl,  that  he 
fiiould  have  an  opportunity  of  earning  his  bread  without  mo^ 
leilation,  wherever  it  was  moft  convenient,  and  he  wouM 
more  enjoy  the  liberty  of  removing  whenever  he  pleafed,  on 
the  produ£):ion  of  a  certificate  of  his  fubfcription  and  fettle-, 
ment*  With  this  fecurity  he  might  be  allowed  to  continue 
his  fubfcription  wherever  he  refided*  This  certificate  would 
have  a  tendency  to  check  unneceflary  and  expenfive  Jitiga* 
tion,  and  to  the  difcovery  and  commitment  of  the  real  va- 
grant. There  was  anbther  exemption  in  this  bill  from  a  tax, 
which  was  a  manifefl  oppreffion  of  the  poor,  to  the  QAe  be-  jj 
nefit  of  the  rich,  to  be  obliged  to  compound  or  work  in  the 
repair  of  roads,  which  he  feldom  if  ever  travelled;  and  this 
none  but  the  obftinate  would  refute.  Having  ftated  the  be- 
nefits to  the  poor,  he  would  now  point  out  the  advantages 
to  the  rich.  Even  to  be  the  means  of  affording  fuch  com* 
forts  would  be  in  itfelf  a  fufficient  fatisfadion  for  tlie  adop- 
tion of  the  meafure.  He  would  likewife  prove  it  to  be  a 
faving  to  the  rich  by  the  flatement  of  a  cafe,  and  that  m 
the  ftrongeft  manner.  He  would  fuppofe  a  gentleman  t^ 
have  a  farm  at  200 1.  a  year,  and  that  the  complement  of 
the  fervants  and  workmen  were  fifty,  double  the  number 
fufficient  to  manage  it;  he  would  fuppofe,  the  prefent  rates 
to  be  2 s.  6d.  in  the  pound,  total  25I.  the  fubfcription  for 
each  fervant  to  be  (taking  the  even  fum)  8  s.  per  annum^  and 
the  women  pay  lefs,  and  the  men  more.  If  the  owner  or 
occupier  paid  the  whole  for  fifty,  the  total  was  only  20 L 
fer  annuniy  a  clear  faving  of  5I.  per  annum.  If  twenty-fire, 
fervants,  then  there  would  be  a  faving  of  lod.  a  fufficient  . 
reafon  to  give  the  preference  to  this  meafure.  #There  wa« 
one  other  caufe,  which  he  mod  lieartily  approved  of,  with 
xefpedl  to  baflard  children.  By  the  precept  at  prefenti 
wherever  the  child  was  born  he  was  fettled.  This  had  beta 
frequently  the  occafion  of  the  mofl  cruel  treatment.  By 
this  plan,  the  mother  was  to  be  examined,  but  not  remor 
ved,  and  her  fettlement  was  to  be  the  fettlement  of  the  child. 
Having  given  the  outlines  of  the  plan  very  imperfeftly,  nor 
could  any  flatement  he  fo  fatisfadlory  as  examining  the 
whole  in  detail,  he faid,  he  /hould  hope  that  there  wouldbe 
no  objedtion  to  fubmit  the  plan  to  the  confideration  of  tb| 
Committee.    It  was  a  fubjedl  which  called  loudly  and  Seei- 
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hgly  for  tbeir  attention.  It  called  more  particularly  for  the 
littention  of  His  Majefty's  government,  becaufe  every  regu* 
latioQ  which  tended  to  relieve  the  diflreflcs  of  the  poor,  to 

Ete  population,  and  diminifh  the  rates,  muft  in  its  eon- 
ices  better  enable  the  fubjedt  to  pay  the  neceflary  taxes 
State,  and  toi  ftrengthe'h '  the  kingdom.  He  begged 
inrddn,  and  (hould  fit  down,  returning  his  fincere  thanks 
for  the  indalgence  with  which  the  Committee  had  honour* 
edhim. 

Mr.  Ybungand  Mr.  Gilbert  faid  a  few  words  each',  favour- 
able to  the  propofed  bill,  after  which  the  motion  was  put  and 
'Screed  to. 

Sir  Eldward  Aftley  reported  that  the  committee  had  dire£t« 
cdhim  to  make  a  motion,  which  was  as  follows: 

*•  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  mOrc  effcc- 
^  tnal  relief  of  the  poor,  and  afcertaining  the  fettlements  of 
**  baftard  children." 

.  Alderman  Newnham  now  obferved,  that  in  confeqUence  of  Aldn-mi 
what  had  pafled  the  preceding  Friday,  He  had,  on  that  day,  Ncwnhaa 
declared,  that  in  bringing  forward  a  motion  with  a  view  to 
lefcue  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales  from  his  pre- 
iisnt  embarrafled  (Ituation,  he  was  a£luated  by  motives  of  the 
fincereft  loyalty,  and  the  moft  profound  refpefl  and  reference 
for  His  Majefty,  and  that  as  a  mode  the  lead  liable  to  excep- 
tion,  he  had  thought  of  an  humble  addrefs  to  His  Majefly, 
but  in  giving  notice  of  fuch  his  intention,  'he  had  himfelf  de* 
fired  not  to  be  confulered  as  pledged  to  the  wording  of  the 
addrefs.  On  that  occallon,  the  right  honourable  the  Chan« 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  flated, .  that  of  all  other  modes 
of  application,  that  of  an  addrefs  to  the  Throne  was  the  moft 
cxceptionjible  which  could  be  chofen.  As  therefore  his  wifh 
Was  to  make  the  application  in*  a  mode  the  lead  exceptiona- 
ble, he  rofe  to  defire  not  to  be  pinned  down  to  the  mode  of 
applying  by  an  addrefs,  and  to  fay,  that  if  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  would  point  out  a  mode  of  application  the 
moft  unexceptionable,  and  the  lead  likely  to  provoke  refift- 
ance,  he  would  very  readily  adopt  that  mode  in  preference  to 
»ny  which  might  occur  to  him.  On  Friday  laft,  much  per- 
fonal  application  had  been  made  to  him  from  various  quarters 
of  the  Houfe,  to  prefs  him  to  forego  his  purpofe,  and  much 
had  been  faid  of  the  dangerous  confequences  which  might 
refult  from  the  difcuffion  of  fuch  a  fubjedt.  One  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Rolle)  had  ^one  fo  far  as  to  contend,  that  it 
would  draw  on  queftions  affedling  church  and  date.  That 
ezpreffion,  .coupled  with  certain  hints  which  fell  from  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  had  induced  him,  as  well  as 
otner  members,  to  fufpedJ:,  that  in  order  to  deter  him  from 
perfifting  in  bringing  forward  the  motion,  matters  of  fingu* 
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lar  delicacy  were  to  be  agitated  without  referve.  The  right 
honourable  Chancellor  ot  the  Exchequer  had  indeed  explained 
his  meaning  in  a- way  fatisfaflory  lo  the  Houfe;  and  in  hit 
opinion,  the  honourable  gentleman,  who  had  made  ufe  of  the 
expreiTions  relative  to  church  and  ftate,  was  bound,  as  a  man 
of  honour,  to  come  to  an  open  explanation  of  what  he  meant 
by  the  allufion.  Mu  Ncwnham  faid,  though  he  might  be 
thought  rafh  and  prefumptuous,  had  he  given  notice  of  his 
intention  to  move  the  Houfe  on  fo  delicate  a  fubjeft,  on  the 
fuggeftkon  of  his  own  mind,  and  as  a  private  and  indiyidual 
member  of  Parliament,  he  trnfted  that  he  fhould  not,  even  in 
that  cafe,  have  ihewn  himfelf  to  pofiefs  fuch  weak  nerves,  as 
to  be  aJarmed  and  driven  from  his  purpofe  by  any  reinarks 
which  had  been  made  in  the  courfe  of  that  clay;  but  as  he 
was  not  that  rafti  and  prefumptuotts  man,  but  had  been  au- 
thorized by  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales  to  make" 
the  propofed  motion,  and  to  agitate  the  fubjeft,  the  Houfe 
could  not  fuppofe,  let  hrs  nerves  be  ever  ft>  weak,  th.at  the 
Prince  was  to  be  terrified  and  driven  from  his  purpofe>  by 
what  werern  his  mind  (Mr.  Newnham'^s)  idle  and  groundleU 
apprehenfions.  His  Royal  Highnefs  (he  was  authorised  to  fay) 
would  not  flarink  from  any  inquiry,  of  any  fort  which  tne 
difcuffion  of  the  fubjeft  might  make  neceffary,  but  at  the 
fame  time  it  was  his  Royal  Highnefs'  realdefire  that  the  bu- 
£nefs  might  be  condudted  in  a  way  the  moft  refpe£tful  and 
the  leaft  exceptionable,  and  therefore,  Mr.  Ncwnham  faid,  be. 
fhould  defire  not  to  be  pinned  down  to  an  application  by  ad^ 
drefs,  fince  the  right  honourable  Chancellor  of  the  Excbe> 
quer  had  pronounced  that  to  be  the  mofl  exceptionable  mok 
^  of  application,  and  a  mode  which  he  was  determined  to 
refift.       ^  - 

it*  Fox,  Mr.  Fox  obferved^  that  hot  having  heard  that  a  fubjefi  of 
fo  much  delicacy  and  importance  was  likely  to  be  at  all  allud* 
ed  to  on  Friday  laft,  he  had  not  come  down  to  the  Houfe  00 
that  day.  On  a  former  occafion,  when  the  worthy  Alder- 
man had  given  notice  of  his  intention  to  proceed,  by  moving 
an  addrefs,  he  had  heard  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  ofr 
pofite  to  him,  throw  out  certain  hints,  which  appeared  to  his 
mind  extremely  like  a  menace,  and  that  of  a  very  extraordi- 
nary nature;  but  tliofe  hints,  had  been,  he  underftood,  on 
Friday  laft  much  narrowed  by  explanation,  and  confined  to 
certain  correfpondences,  and  letters  which  had  pa-{Ied  upon 
the  fubjedl  without  doors.  On  Friday  he  had  learnt  that  an 
honourable  friend  of  his  had  anfwered  what  had  been  faid  by 
an  honourable  gentleman  over  the  way,  and  had  declared,  that 
he  did  not  fpeak  lightly,  or  without  authority,  when  he  aV 
ferted,  thq^t  his  Royal  Highnefs  did  not  wifh  to  fhrink,  frooi 
snjr  inquiry,  which  it  might  be  thought  necei&ry  to  jnftitate. 

Id 
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:e manner,  Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  defired  to  be  undSrtlood  as 
peaking,  lightly,  hut  as  fpeaking  from  the  immediate  au- 
ty  of  His  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wale^s,  when  he 
so  the  Houfe,  that  there  was  no  part  of  His  Royal  High- 
ronduft  that  he  was  either  afraid  or  unwilling  to  have 
ligatedin  the  moft  minute  manner.    With  regard  to  the 
ite  correfpondence  alluded  to,  he  wiflied  to  have  it  laid 
•e  the  Houfe,  hecaufe  it  would  prove  the  condudl  of  His 
il  Highnefs  had  been  in  the  highefl  degree  amiable;  and 
m\d  prefent  an  uniform  and  a  perfedl  pifturc  of  dutv  and 
ience;  as  much  fo  as  ever  in  any  inftance  had  been  Ihewn 
I  afon  to  his  father,  or  from  a  fubjeft  to  his  Sovereign, 
o  the  dehf,  which  was  the  caufe  of  iiis  embarraffment. 
Royal  Highnefs,  if  the  Houfe  fhould  deem  it  neceffary, 
willing  to  give  an  account  in  writing  of  every  part  of  it, 
of  every  fingle  fum,  or  even  of  every  tboiifand  pound, 
uch  anaccount,  the  good  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  would  fee  to 
nproper,  if  not  impoffible,  but  a  general  and  fair  account, 
if  any  part  of  it  was  doubted,  from  a  fufpicion,  tliat  this 
lat  article  of  the  account  comprehended  any  fum  or  fums 
oney  indirectly  applied,  His  Royal  Highncls  would  give  a 
:  explanation  of  the  particulars,  not  to  the  Houfe  at  large 
ed,  but  to  His  Majefly,  or  to  His  Majefty's  Minifters. 
lad  not  the  fmalleft  objection  to  affording  the  Houfe  every 
ble  fatisfaAion,  and  there  was  not  a  circumftance  of  His 
al  Highnefs'  life  which  he  was  afhamed  to  have  known, 
:h  refpedt  to  the  allufion  to  church  and  ftate,  made  by  the 
rarable  gentleman  (one  of  the  members  for  the  county  of 
on)  till  that  gentleman  thought  proper  to  explain  himfelf, 
as  impoffible  to  fay  with  any  certainty  to  what  that  allu- 
referred,  but  he  fuppofed  it  muft  be  meant  in  reference  to 
miferable  calumny,  that  low  malicious  falfehood,  which 
been  propagated  without  doors,  and  made  the  wanton 
t   of  the  vulgar.     In  that  Houfe,  where  it  was  known 
r  frequent  and  common  the  falfehoods  of  the  times  were, 
loped  a  tale  only  lit  to  impofe  on  the  loweft  order  of  per*- 
\  in  the  ftreet,  would  not  havie  gained  the  fmalleft  portion 
:redit;  but  when  it  appeared  that  an  invention  fo  mon*- 
us,  a  report  of  a  fad  which  had  not  the  fmalleftdegree  of 
idation;  a  report  of  a   fa6l  a£lually  impoffible  to  have 
pened,  had  been  circulated  with  fo  much  induftry  as  to 
e  made  an  impref]ion  on  the  minds  of  the  members,  it 
7cd  at  once  the  uncommon  pains  taken  by  the  enemies  of 
"Royal  Highnefs  to  propagate  the  grofleft  and  moft  malig- 
t  falfehoods,  with  a  view  to  depreciate  his  charaAer  and 
:re  him  in  the  opinion  of  his  country.     Mr,  Fox  added, 
:  when  he  confidered  that  His  Royal  Highnefs  was  the  firft 
eft  in  the  kingdom,  and  the  immediate  heir  to  the  Throndy 
Gg  3,  h^ 
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he  was  at  a  loft  to  imagine  what  fpecies  of  party  it  was, 
which  could  have  fabricated  fo  bafe  and  fcanidalous  a  calumny. 
jHad  there  exifted  in  the  kingdom  fuch  a  faftion  as  aq  Anti« 
Brunfwjck  faftion,  to  that  fadlion  he  (hould  have  certainly 
hnputed  the  invention  of  fo  malicious  a  falfehood>  for,  lie 
faw  not  what  other  defcription  of  men  could  feel  an  intereft 
^n  6rft  forming  and  then  circulating,  with  more  than  ordinary 
afliduity,  a  ^ale  in  every  particular  fp  unfounded,  and  fof 
which  there  was  not  the  ihadow  of  any  thing  like  reality. 
*rhis  hping  the  faft,  and  as  the  occafipn  had  made  it  neceflfary 
^for  him  to  declare  as  much,  he  hoped  that  it  would  have  thi^ 
good  effe6l  upon  the  Houfe  and  upon  the  country,  that  it 
i;vould  teach  both  the  one  and  the.oiher  to  diftruft  the  reports 
circulated  to  the  prejudice  of  the  Prince,  and  leflei)  any  opi- 
nions thar  they  might,  in  confequence,  take  up  injurious  tp 
the  chnra<S§rof  hisR0y.1I  Highnefs,  who  might  be  faid  tobti 
a  perfon,  in  whole  fair  fame  that  Houfe  and  the  country  were 
deeply  intert^fted.  The  whole  ot  the  dt*bt  the  Prince  waf 
"ready  to  fubmit  to  the  inveftigatipn  of  the  Houfe;  and  hewas 
equally  ready  to  fubmit  the  other  circumftance,  to  which  hfi 
Ibad  alluded,  to  their  confideration,  provided  the  confidera- 
tion  of  a  Houfe  of  J?arliament  could,  confiflently  wijth  pro^ 
priety  and  decency,  be  ap{)lied  to  fuch  a  fuhjefl.  Nay  Hijj 
Koyal  Highnefs  had  authorized  hjm  to  declare,  that  as  4'  , 
Pefer  of  Parliament,  he  \yas  ready  in  the  o.the.r  Houfe  to  fub- 
imit  to  atiy  the  ipoft  ppinted  queftions  which  could  be  put  tq 
Tiim  refpe£ling  it,  or  to  afford  His  Majefty,  or  His  Majefty's 
Minifters,  the  fulleft  affurances  of  the  utter  falfehpod  of  tnc  , 
J*aft  in  queftion^  which  never  had,  and  whjch  common  fenfij 
tnuA  fee,  never  could  have  happened.  Mr.  Fox  faid,  he  had 
thought  it  incumbent  on  him  to  fay  thus  much  in  juftificatioa  • 
of  His  Royal  Highnefs.  He  had  only  to  add,  that  His  Royal 
highnefs  certainly  wifhed  to  have  his  filuation  taken  into 
confideration;  and  that  when  it  came  under  difcuflion  he  had 
no  defire  to  be  regarded  as  wifhing  to  flirink  from  any  inquiry 
of  any  fort  whatfoever.  With  regard  to  the  alarming  cobh 
Sequences  tal|<ed  of  as  likely  to  he  the  eifeftpf  fuch  a  difcuf^ 
fion  tikir.g  place,  he  faw  no  reafon  to  dread  any  fuch  confi^ 
quences.  Painful  and  delicate  the  fubjefl  und^oubtedly  was; 
Ibut  he  muft  all  along  confider,  that  h>  wever  painful  it  might; 
prove,  and  however  difigreenble  the  confequences  might  oei 
they  were  afcribeable  folely  to  thofe  who  had  it  in  their  powef 
to  fuperfed'c  the  neceflity  of  His  Royal  Highnefs'  applicatioij 
to  Parliament  to  relieve  him  from  a  fituaiion  emharraffine  tp 
himfelf  and  difgraceful  to  the  cpuntry.  In  conclufion.  Mr» 
fox  declared",  that  he  thought  the  caufe  of  the  Prince  the 
caufe  of  every  man  whpknew  the  true  ufe  of  monarchy,  and 
looked  upon  the  family  of  the  Sovereign  as  the  property  of 
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leo^e,  and  ^^sthofe  in  whom  their  deareft  and  moft  eflen- 
incerefts  were  involved, 

[n  Chancellor  Pitt  folemnly  declared,  that  no  confidera-  Mr.  Chi 
whatfoever  fhould  have  induced  him  to  conteft  with  other  ^^^^^'^^^ 
lemen  but  the  extreme  importance  of  the  fubje<£l,  and  his 
ety  to  do  thofe  moft  intimately  concerned  the  fuUeft  juC- 
He  lamented  to  find  that  the  notice  which  the  honour- 
Alderman  had  given,  but  which  he  had  hopes  he  would 
I  tetratSedy  at  the  almoft  unanimous  requeil  of  every 
leman  who  had  taken  part  in  the  converfation  on  Friday- 
was  now  again  renewed,  and,  as  he  feared  from  what  fell 
i  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  confirmed.  He  fhould 
ibr  the  prefent  ^nter  into  a  debate  upon  the  queflion,  but 
:obfe|rve  upon  what  fell  from  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
p  that  haying  charged  him  with  dealing  in  infinuations 
inuencjoi^  merely  becaufe  he  had  (lated  that  there  would 
ifagreeable  topics  found  to  mingle  in  the  diFcuffion  of  the 
*& ;  but  had  declined  anticipating  that  difcuffion,  and 
endeavoured  as  mi.ch  as  lay  in  his  power,  to  depreciate 
tirelv,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  proceeded  a 
th  too  far.  It  little  became  that  right  honourable  gcntle- 
himielf  to  throw  out  hints  and  infinuations  evidently 
iilated  and  intc;n({ed  to  fall  fomewhere,  and  upon  fome 
sn,  whom  though  he  had  not  mentioned  him,  he  feemed 
xped  the  Houfe  would  be  able  to  difcover.  Such  expref* 
B  as  the  right  honouia!)Ie  gentleman  had  ufed  he  was  con- 
ed np  member  would  expe£i  him  to  anfwer,  as  the  right 
curable  gentleman  did  not  ^hoofe  to  point  his  own  charge 
nil  any  individual;  nor  fhpuld  he  point  it  for  him.  The 
durable  gentleman  (Mr.  Rolle)  to  whole  words,  in  a 
ler  converfation,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  al- 
d,  had,  with  that  zeal  which  became  a  good  fubjefV,  inter- 
d  iij  common  with  him  and  many  other  very  refpecStable 
ibers,  with  their  intreaties  to  the  honourable  Magi  (Irate 
»reg3  his  refolution,  and  not  force  the  Houfe  to  the  dif«» 
on  pf  a  fubje£l  which  was  of  all  others  to  be  moft  avoid- 
iqd  .which  be  looked  upon  himfclf  as  bound  in  duty  to  the 
lie,  to  the  Prince,  and  to  the  Sovereign  on  the  Throne,  to 
ent  if  pofSble.  One  obfervation  he  had  to  make  to  the 
SHTable  Alderman:  He  had  feemed. to  underfland  that  his 
cipal  obje6lion  was  to  the  form  in  .  which  he  meant  to 
g  the  bufmefs  forward;  but  in  this  he  was  miftaken;  for 
)ppofition  would  go  to  any  propofal  whatfoever  of  origi- 
ag  fuch  a  fubje£t  in  that  Houfe;  fo  that  in  fafl:  the  mode 
)r[p  could  have  very  little  weight  in  his  confideration,  di& 
oving  as  he  did  mofl  completely  of  the  fubflance. 
Ir*  Alderman  Newnham  afTured  the  right  honourable  gen-  Mr.  Al 
iaD|  that  he  had  underftood  him  to  have  faid  on  Fridav,  Ncwaha 
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the  mode  of  application  by  addrefs  to  the  Throne,  was  that  *, 
mode  of  all  others  the  moft  exceptionable,  and  which/he  was  '] 
determined  to  refi ft.  His  objeft,  or  rather  that  of  His  Royal  J 
Highefs,  being  to  apply  in  the  manner  moft  unexceptionable/  ■ 
he  had  thought  It  right  to  decline  what  he  conceived  to  have 
been  decided  upon  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  as  mtjft  . 
exceptionable. 

\u  RoUc      Mr.  Rolle  remarked,  that  after  the  pointed  manner  in  which 
he  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  honourable  Alderman,  and 
more  particularly  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  it  was 
neceffary  to  fay  a  few  words.     Mr.  Rolle  then  declared,  that 
he  had  the  fincereft  loyalty  for  his  Sovereign,  and  the  higheft 
refpeft  for  his  fucceffor;  which  whenever  a  queftionof  a  pub- 
lic and  an  important  nature  came  to  be  agitated  in  that  Houfei 
he  would  he  found  firm  enough  to  do  his  duty,  let  it  affefi 
whoever  it  might.     With  regard  to  the- money  which  migHt 
be  wanted,  he  fhould  not  fo  much  regard  the  fum,  but  thcu 
an  account  of  the  debt,  and  of  the  manner  of  its  having  ac- 
crued, ought  to  be  laid  on  the'table;  for  how  could  any  mem-  • 
ber  of  Parliament  vote  away  the  public  money,  unlefs  the^  • 
^  knew  what  it  was  for?  But  it  ought  to  be  remembered  that 
the  Prince  was  allowed  a'fplendid  income,  that  His  Royat 
Highnefs'  grandfather  had  not  fo  much  as 'he  enjoyed,  and  he  . 
had  a  family  to  maintain.     There  had  alfobeen  the  revenues  ^ 
of  the  Dutchy  of  Corhwal,  added  to  his  income,  which  wero ; 
material  confiderations.     The  right  honourable  gentleman 
had  (Mr.  Rolle  faid)  touched  upon  the  very  matter  to  which 
he  had  alluded,  when  he  on  Friday  laft,  called  upon  the couiv- 
try  gentleman  to  attend  to  a  queftion  which  would  afkSt  bbth 
church  and  ftate.     That  matter  had  been  ftated  and  difcufled  ' 
in  newfpapers  all  over  the  kingdom,  and  it  had  made  an  im*^ 
preffion  upon  him,  and  upon  almoft  all  ranks  of  men  in  the  * 
country,  who  loved  and  venerated  the  conftitution.   The  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  faid  it  was  im-poffible  to  have  hap-  • 
pened.     They  all  knew  that  there  were  certain  laws  and  a£b  ' 
of  parliament  which  forbid  it;  but  though  it  could  not  be  done  ' 
under  formal  fan6lion  of  law,  there  were  ways  in  which  it 
might  have  taken  place,  and  thofe  laws,  in  the  minds  of  foM 
perfons  might  have  been  fatisfadVorily  evaded,  and  yet  thefaft 
,  might  equally  he  produdlive  of  the  moft  alarming  conle^ 
quences :  it  ought  therefore  to  be  cleared  up. 

^  P  Mr.  Fox  anfwered,  tjjat  he  did  not  deny  the  calumny  in 

queftion  merely  with  regard  to  the  eSefk  of  certain  exifting ' 
laws,  alluded  to  by  the  honourable  gentleman ;  but  he  denied 
it  in  totoj  in  point  of  fa£l,  as  well  as  law.  The  fad  not  pnlj 
never  could  have  happened  legally,  but  never  did  happein  ill- 
any  way  whatfoever,  and  had  from  the  beginning  been  a  bafil 
and  malicious  falfehood. 

Mr. 
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;  Mr.  Draii  faid,  that  he-bad  joined  in  the  chorus  of  depre- 
cation and  intreaty  on  Friday  lafl,  in  order  to  perfuade  the 
"worthy  Alderman  todefift  from  his  intended  motion ;  and  he 
had  done  fo,  becaufe  he  wifhed  rather  to  conciliate,  than  ex- 
afperate;  to  repair,  rather  than  to  widen  the  breach  in  that  ii- 
luJllrioc\s  family,,  to  which  he  felt  the  utmoft  refpefl  to  be 

!  ^^' 

Mr.  Rolletok  again,  and  aiked  whether  in  what  had  fallen  Mr.  Rd 
fBom  (he  right  honourable  gentleman,  he  had  fpoken  from 
direft  authority  ? 

'Mr.  Fox  declared,  that  he  had  fpoken  from  diredl  autho-  Mr.  Fos 
•rity; 
'Sir  EJumrd  jfftky  ohferved,  that  it  gave  him  great  pleafure  Sir  Edw 
tohave  beard' from  fuch  high  authority,  a  direft  and  full  con-  '^^'^• 
tradition  of  a  report  which  had  been  fo  freely  circulated  m 
.  oewfpapers^madethefubjedl  of  an  infinite  numhcrof  prints,  and 
hid  efiefleda  very  great  and  general  impreffion  on  the  public, 
la  fbme  of  the  prints,  Sir  Edward  faid,  he  had  feen  imita- 
tions of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  himfelf.     With  re- 
prd  to  the  Prince's  fituation,  he  declared  that  he  wiflicd  he 
cmU  be  relieved  from"  it  and  made  eofy.  There  could  fcarcely 
txift  a  gentleman  of  any  feeling,  who  would  not  be  hurt  upon 
walking  down  Pall  Mall  and  obferving  the  prefent  condition 
ofCarleton  Houfe.  What  muft  foreigners  in  particular  think 
ofthe  coqntry  in  which  the  Heir  Apparent  to  the  I'hrone  was 
noijt  enabled  to  finilh  a  place  fit  for  his  own  refidence?  He 
kftew  that  opinions  highly  injurious  to  our  national  chara£ter 
had  been  entertained  by  feveral  foreigners  on  that  account. 
He  heartily  wiihed,  therefore,  that  means  were  taken  to  enable 
the  Prince  to  complete  the  building. 

Mr.  Sberidan  contended,  that  it  would  be  extremely  un-  Mr.  Sher! 
lundfome  in  the  honourable  gentleman,  who  had  called  upon  ^^» 
Bis  right  honourable  friend  to  fay  whether  he  fpoke  from  di« 
nft  aathority  or  not>  to  fit  fllent  after  having  received  fo  ex- 
.plicit  an  anfwer. 

Mb  JEf/fr  replied,  that  nothing  which  the  honourable  gen-  Mr.  Roll. 
tleman  could  fay,  would  induce  him  to  a£l  otherwife  than  to 
lui  judgement  (hould  appear  to  be  proper.  The  right  ho- 
noarable  gentleman  certainly  had  anfwered  him,  and  the 
Ibafe  would  judge  for  themfelves  of  the  propriety  of  the  an- 
fwer. 

Mr.  Sheridan  obferved,  that  the  honourable  gentleman,  Mr.  shcr! 
ifier  having  put  a  pointed  queAion,  and  received  an  immediate  dan. 
infwer^  was  bound,  in  honour  and  fairnefs,  either  to  declare 
that  he  was  (atisfied,  or  to  take  fome  means  of  putting  the 
mtter  into  fnch  a  ftate  of  inquiry  as  fhould  fatisy  him.  To 
ropnuB  filent,  or  to  declare,  that  the  Houfe  would  judge  for 
themfdves  after  what  had  pafled,  was  neither  manly  nor  can- 
did. 
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did*  Vf  therefore,  the  honourable  gentleman  did  not  choofe 
to  fay  that  he  was  fatisfied^  the  Houfe  ought  to  come  to  a  re* 
folution,  that  it  was  feditious  and  difloyal  to  propagate  re« 
ports  injurious  to  the  chara£ler  of  His  Royal  Highnefs  the 
Prince  of  Wales,  and  thus  by  authority  difcountenance  the 
report. 
.  RoUc.  Mr,  jR^//p  contended,  that  it  was  his  afFe<£lion  for  the  Prince, 
'  and  his  defire  that  he  fhould  fiand  well  with  the  countnT, 
which  had  induced  him  to  ftate  that  he  had  heard  reports  ot  a 
nature  injurious  to  his  charadler.  He  had  not  invented,  thoie 
reports,  but  merely  faid,  that  he  had  heard  them,  and  that 
^  they  had  made  an  impreflion  on  his  mind.  With  a  view  to 
afcertain  how  far  they  had  been  founded,  he  had  put  the  quef- 
tion  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  and  fn  fo  doing,  be 
was  perfuaded  that  he  had  not  afled  in  any  unparliamentary 
manner. 
SbJpiu"  ■^^*  Chancellor  Pitt  declared,  that  be  had  never  heard  fo 
dired):  an  attack  upon  the  freedom  of  debate  and  the  liberty  of 
fpeech  in  that  Houfe,  ever  fince  he  had  fat  in  Parliament.  The 
privilege  of  forcing  injudicious  and  diftrefling  motions  on  the 
Houfe  flill  remained  to  every  gentleman  who  chofe  to  avail 
himfelf  of  that  freedom,  and  it  was  extraordinary  indeed  to 
fee  an  attempt  made  to  reftrain  other  gentlemen  who  wifhed. 
to  interfere  for  the  purpofe  of  depreciating  fuch  motions.  The 
honourable  gentleman  who  topk  fo  warm  a  part  in  the  bufi* 
nefs  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  fhould  rather  be  obliged 
to  the  honourable  gentleman  who  was  the  firft  to  fuggeft  a 
queflion,  which  h^d  been  the  means  of  bringing  forward  fo 
explicit  a  declaration  on  fo  interefting  a  ^bje£i,  and  one 
which  muft  give  complete  fatisfafiion,  not  only  to  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  himfelf,  but  to  the  whole  Houfe. 
^r.  Sheri-  Mr.  Sheridan  anfwered,  that  moft  undoubtedly  the  free- 
Ian*  dom  of  debate  ought  to  continue  unlimited  and  unreftrained^ 
and  no  man  could  wifli  more  fincerely  than  he  did,  that  it 
fhould ;  but  he  muft  deny  that  he  had  faid  any  thing  which 
looked  like  an  infringement  of  the  freedom  of  debate.  An 
honourable  gentleman  firft  threw  out  an  infinuation,  that 
fomething  afFeding  the  fafety  of  church  and  ftate  was  in- 
volved in  a  queftion  about  to  be  brought  on  rehtive  to  the 
Prince  of  Wales ;  that  infinuation  was  met  by  a  dirt&  nr 
futation  of  the  calumny  to  which  the  infinuation  pointedi 
coupled  with  an  offer  that  His  Royal  Highnefs  wa»  willing 
to  ftand  up  in  his  place  as  a  peer  of  Parliamept,  and  anfwer 
any  pointed  queftions  which  might  be  put  to  him  on  the 
fubjeft.  The  honourable  gentleman  then  defired  to  know, 
whether  the  refutation  comes  from  authority,  and  he  wa» 
told  explicitly  that  it  did,  and  then  he  refufed  either  to  fay 
that  he  was  iatisfied  that  his  infinuation  was  unfounded^  or 

to 
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to  take  the  moft  effedtual  means  of  difcovering  whether  it 
was  fo  or  not.     This,  Mr.  Sheridan  declared,  was  the  fair 
ftate  of  the  cafe,  and  he  would  appeal  to  the  Houfe,  nay  he 
ipould  appeal  to  the  candour  of  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  himlblf,  whether 
Tinder  fuch  circumflances  it  was  honourable,   manly,    and 
Ijiir,  or  candid,  for  the  honourable  gentleman  to  remain  jG- 
'  lent^  and  whether  he  ought  not  either  to  declare  that  he  was 
fatisfied,  or  to  refort  to  means  of  afcertaining  the  fadl ;  for 
it  was  adding  in  a  tenfold  degree  to  the  malicious  falfehood 
whicli  had  been  propagated  againfl  his  Royal  Highnefs,  to 
iaj  that  the  Prince  had  authorifed  a  falfe  denial  of  the  fa£t. 
'rte  honourable  gentleman,  by  putting  the  queftion  to  his 
right  honourable  friend  had,    as  it  were,    admitted  that  a 
direA  anfwer  would  fatisfy  him,  and  he  ought  to  have  faid 
that  it  did,  or  not  to  have  put  the  queftion.     He  obferved, 
that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  himfcif  been  obli- 
ged to  aflume,  "  that  the  honourable  member  muft  be  fatif- 
"  fied,"  fince  he  had  never  acknowledged  that  he  was  fo : 
he  muft  therefore  repeat,  that  the  Houfe  ought  to  declare 
by  a  refolution,  that  it  was  fedltious  and  dilloyal  to  propa- 
gate reports  injurious  to  the   charadler  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales. 

Mr.  Rolle  rofe  once  more  to  re-aflert,  that  his  affe<Slion  Mr.] 
for  the  Prince  had  induced   him   to  put  the  queftion  to  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  and  the  honourable  gentleman 
had  not  heard  him  fay  that  he  was  unfat'sficd. 

Mr.  Grey  lupported  what  had  been  faid  by  Mr.  Sheridan,  Mr.  ( 
and  pronounced  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Rolle  in  not  making 
an  explicit  declaration  that  he  was  fatibfied,  after  the  expli- 
cit anfwer  which  he  had  received,  both  unmanly  and  unge- 
nerous; if  that  honourable  gentleman  had  not  received  com- 
plete fatisfa<5lion,  the  Houle,  he  believed,  had.  Mr.  Grey  at- 
tacked the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  liaving,  when 
the  matter  had  been  talked  of  in  the  laft  week,  hinted  at 
the  corrcfpondence  which  had  taken  place  al  few  here,  which 
he  had  faid  muft  be  brought  forward,  if  the  intended  mo* 
tion  were  perfifted  in.  Thofe  hints  (Mr.  Grey  faid)  he 
had  at  the  time  conCdered  as  menaces  thrown  out  with  a 
view  to  deter  that  fide  of  the  Houfe  from  bringing  the  bufi- 
nefs  on ;  but  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  been 
greatly  miftaken,  if  he  thought  that  thofe  who  gave  noticp 
of  agitating  a  queftion  upon  fo  important  a  fubje6V,  were 
tUiprepared  to  meet  any  fuggeftion  or  ftatement  which 
eould  be  made.  The  means  the  mgft  unlikely  to  prevent 
the  difcuflion  had  been  made  ufe  of  in  order  to  produce  that 
iSkGt ;  and  the  cbnfequence  was,  that  it  was  now  more  than 
•Ver  impoffible  to  wave  entering  into  it  in  the  fulleft  man- 
Vol..  XXn.  H  h  tt6r. 
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ner.     With  regard  to  the  private  correfpondence  without 
doors,  if  the  right  hpnourable  gentleman  chofe  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  a  queftion  refpecfting  a  public  perfon,  and  min- 
gle with  it  a  difcovery  of  what  paffed  in  a  private  corre- 
fpondence, he  muft  do  fo ;  but  the  Houfe  would  judge  of 
the  fairnefs  and  of  the  candour  of  the  tranfadtion. ' 
Mr.  Chan-       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  in  the  moft  pofitive  manner  difclaim- 
cellor  Pitt,  ed  any  idea  or  intention  of  threat  in  what  had  before  fallen 
from  him  on  the  fiibjeft;  nor  was  it  with  any  view  of  me- 
nace that  he  would  again  repeat,    that  the  queftion  muft 
neceflarily  involve  in  it  confiderations  of  the  moft  delicate 
nature,  and  fuch  as  could  not  but  give  pain  and  uneafinefs 
to  every  gentleman  in  the  Houfe,  and  even  to  thofe  who  | 
brought  it  forward.     But  whilft  he  avowed  this  relu£l:aiice  -i 
to  entering  upon  it  at  all,  he  could  not  think  of  relinquifk-  \ 
ing  his  duty  fo  far  as  not  to  meet  it,  if  forced  upon  him,   | 
with  that  refolution  which  became  his  ftation ;  yet,  though    | 
it  was  a  duty  peculiarly  incumbent  upon  him,  it  alfo  highly    ; 
behoved  every  gentleman,  to  whom  the  harmony  and  hap- 
pinefs  of  the  Royal  Family  was  dear,  to  join  with  him, 
firft,  in  deprecating  the  whole  of  the  bufinefs  ;  but  if  un- 
fuccefsful  that  way,  in  giving  it  a  decided  oppofition.    He 
was  particularlj  prepared  to  meet  and  difprove  any  aigu- 
ments  which^ight  be  brought  ih  fupport  of  the  neceffity 
bf  xtc\jiXr^dgto  that  Houfe  on  a  fubjecQ:  which  could  only 
with  jrfpriety,  regularity,    and  decency  originate  in  the 
pitJvyn;  for  he  had  opportunities  of  knowing,    from  the  - 
■'torrefpondence  which  had  pafTed  upon  it,  that  no  fuch  ne- 
ceffity could  arife  from  the  want  of  a  fit  degree  of  forward-.- 
pefs  in  another  quarter  to  do  every  thing  which  ought  to  be 
done  concerning  it :  yet,  as  it  was  a  fubje6l  to  the  difcuf- 
fion  of  which  he  (hould  be  driven  with  the  moft  heart-felt 
and  painful  anxiety,  he  would  not  anticipate  it,  but  on  thd 
Contrary,  poftpone  it  to  the  lateft  moment  poffible, 
W'  Griy.       Mr.  Grey  pledged  himfelf  to  prove  the  neceffity  for  Ae 
Prince's  application,  fmce  thofe  whofe  duty  it  was  to  do  it 
had  not  faved  him  the  trouble  of  throwing  himfelf  ^V^ 
the  generofity  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  The  fituation  of 
his  Royal  Highnefs  was  fuch  as  difgraced  the  country :  He 
and  every  part  of  the  Royal  Family  ought  to  be  enabled  to 
live  with  the  degree  of  fplendor  worthy  of  their  high  rankj 
but  the  Prince  efpecially.      Mr.  Grey  again  fpoke  of  the 
correfpondence  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
faid  muft  be  brought  forward,  and  reminded  him  that  the 
queftion  was  a  public  queftion,  with  which  neither  the  pri- 
vate correfpondence-  of  the  Prince,  nor  the  other  matter  fo 
often  alluded  to  that  day,  h^d  any  fort  of  connexion. 
Tlvo  Houfe  adjourned. 
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No  material  debate  occurred. 

fVedmfdayy  %d  May* 

Mr.  Burke  rofe  to  put  off  the  day  of  bringing  forward  Mr. 
the  iixteenth  article  of  the  charges  againft  Mr.  Haflings : 
he  yet  apologized  for  being  the  author  of  any  delay,  after 
having  before  put  off  the  day,  as  the  charge  was  not,  he 
HAy  to  have  the  bene^t .  of  being  opened  by  any  perfon 
.pd&fled  of  thofe  fupertor  abilities,  which  had  at  once  exci- 
ted the  admiration  and  applaufe  of  the  Houfe  in  opening 
fixxie  of  the  former  charges,  but  devolved  upon  himfelf,  it 
became  his  duty  to  avail  himfelf  as  much  as  pofTible  of  the 
abilities  of  others,  and  efpecially  of  tliofe  whofe  aid  and 
fapport  it  was  peculiarly  his  intereft  to  endeavour  to  obtain. 
ITnderftanding  that  gentlemen,  and  particularly  thofe  to 
srhom  he  had  juft  alluded,  were  not  prepared  to  form  a 
[tidgement  on  the  charge,  he  meant  to  poilpone  the  opening 
of  it  till  Friday  fe'nniglit,  but  he  would  take  that  opportu* 
nity  of  declaring,  that  if  gentlemen  thought  from  the  great 
length  of  the  charge,  arifmg  from  a  variety  of  different  fcc- 
tioDS  contained  in  it,  and  the  immenie  heap  of  papers  which 
had  been  prefented,  that  it  would  occupy  a  vepy  great  por- 
tion of  their  time,  they  were  deceived  :  the  charge  cjonfifted 
but  of  two  eflential  parts — the  direft  mifmanageintilt  and 
mifdemeanors  of  Mr.  Hnilings  in  the  government  of  Ben- 
pi,  and  his  mifconduA  in  the  indirect  government  of  Oude 
by  influence  and  agency.  The  fadls  upon  whicli  each  part 
H  this  two-fold  charge  refted,  lay  in  a  much  narrower 
iompafs  than  gentlemen  might  imagine;  nor  need  they  be 
terrified  by  the  variety  of  papers  before  the  Houfe,  becaufe 
by  turning  to  the  index  of  the  printed  volumes  of  the  pa- 
pers, that  had  been  publifhed,  they  would  fee  at  once  which 
rf  them  were  neceflary  to  be  perufed  to  male*  out  and  lub- 
ftantiate  the  fa£ls,  without  having  the  trouble  of  going 
through  every  page  of  the  wlicle  niafs*;  Mr.  Burke  faid, 
(hat  he  thought  it  right  to  give  gentlemen  this  hint,  be- 
anfe  not  being  as  well  informed  of  the  whole  of  the  fub- 
jcfti  or  as  converfant  with  the  India-Houfe  papers,  whei> 
lie  delivered  the  charge,  as  he  then  was,  he  had  been  obli- 
ged tQ  move  for  general  papers  without  much  feledtion  or 
jpocification.     Mr.  Burke,  before  he  (at  down,  gaye  notjce 

♦  Vide  CoUc6lion  of  India  Papen,  in  6  Vols,  Oftavo,  Mr.  Burke's 
^hargcf,  Mr.  Haftings*  Defence,  and  Minutes  gf  the  Evidence ;  all 
f  )(rUich  ^e  publMhid  by  Debrett, 

H  h  a  that 
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that  he  fhould  alfo  move  to  put  ofF  the  fecond  reading  of  - 
the  Report  of  the  articles  of  impeachment,  from'Tuefday 
next  to  WednefJay,  and  the  reafon  he  affigned  was,  that 
the  Eaft-India  ftatements  wliich  were  to  be  made  on  Mon-  ' 
day  might  poflibly  induce  a  long  debate,  and  render  it. in- 
convenient to  have  fo  important  a  queftion  as  that  of  im- 
peachment difcufled  the  next  day. 
Ir.Sumncr  Mr.  Sumner  objefted  to  the  poftponin^  the  fecond  reading 
of  the  Report  any  longer  than  the  enfuing  Tuefday,  ob- 
ferving,  that  it  had  been  fettled  on  Monday  laft  that  it 
Ihouid  pofitively  come  on  upon  that  day. 
fr.Chah-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  hoped  that  the  honourable  gentleman 
dlorPiit,  would  not  perfift  in  oppofing  fo  very  fhort  a  poftponenncnt 
of  the  fecond  reading  of  the  Rejjort  as  had  been  propofed, 
and  the  more  efpecially,  when  he  confidered  the  very  rea- 
fonable  plea  alledged  for  it:  that  in  all  probability  the  im- 
portant fubjefl:  of  the  Eaft-India  accounts,  which  were  to 
be  fubmitted  to  the  Houfe  on  Monday,  tnight  give  rife  to 
a  difcuflion  of  fuch  confiderable  length,  as  to  make  it  a 
matter  of  very  ferious  inconvenience  to  bring  on  the  quef- 
tion of  impeachment  on  Tuefday ;  for  every  gentleman  muft 
furely  be  of  opinion,  that  fo  important  and  ferious  a  fubjed 
ought  not  to  be  begun  to  be  agitated  in  a  thin  Houfe» 
rr^Burgcfs  Mr.  Burgefs  exprefled  his  furprife  that  there  fhould  be 
any  longer  delay  after  what  he  had  fo  frequently  heard. from 
the  gentlemen  who  now  countenanced  the  poftponemcnt: 
he  hoped  however  that  Wednefday  next  would  pofitively 
be  the  day,  and  that  the  Houfe  would  peremptorily  decbre 
that  it  fliould  not  be  deferred  longer. 
rr.Cl  »n-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  declared,  that  he  knew  not  how  any 
ulor  I'itt,  fuch  declaration  could  be  made  confonant  to  parliamentary 
form  ;  but  that  there  was  fuch  a  thing  as  an  underftanding 
among  gentlemen  that  no  farther  alteration  was  to  be  made; 
f&r  his  part,  he  entertained  not  a  wifh  to  have  the  queftion 
of  impeachment  longer  poftponed;  and  he  would  venture  to 
fay  as  much  for  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  had 
propofed  the  change  of  the  day. 

Mr.  Burke  nodded  aflent,  and  then  moved  to  have  th^ 
orders  read  and  difchargtrd. 
rr.  AM.  Mr.  Alderman  Sawbridge  rofe  to  makehis  motion  relative 

i-*bridgf.  ^Q  ji^g  fj^jg  Qf  -reprefentation  in  Parliament,  and  faid,  that  if 
he  had  the  attention  of  no  other  part  of  the  houfe,  he  hoped 
lie  fliould  have  that  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  at  the 
head  of  His  Majefty's  Exchequer.  Two  opinions  preyailed 
relative  to  the  ftate  of  parliamentary  reprefentation;  one, 
that  it  was  unequal,  and  called  for  reformation  and  amend- 
ment; the  other,  that  it  was  fufticiently  complete  as  it  Was. 
'^hoih  who  were  of  the  former  opvuioti  would^  he  pi«fumed| 
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TOte  with  him,  and  thofe  who  held  the  latter^    would  of 
courfe  oppofe  him. 

The  Alderman  concluded  with  moving, 

"  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ftate 
**  of  the  reprefentation  of  the  people  in  Parliament." 

The  Houfe  divided. 

Ayes,  57.  Noes,  loi. 

A  queilion  having  been  put,  that  the  Chancelloi  •.-!  i!ie 
Exchequer  be  permitted  to  make  a  motion,  and  a^ruiid  ru, 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  moved,  "  that  the  poft-horie  farming 
"  bill  be  read  a  fecond  time." 

Mr.  Marjham  remarked,  that  he  had  the  printed  bill  in  his  M 
hand,  and  had  taken  an  opportunity  of  examining  it  atten*  ^ 
tively,  but  that  it  had  not  altered  his  fentiments  refpefting 
the  impolicy  of  introducing  fo  dangerous  a  fyilem  as  farm- 
ing-the  public  revenue  in  the  fmalleft  degree.  The  preamble 
of  the.  bill  fet  off  with  ftating,  that  there  were  enorinous 
frauds  pradtifed  in  the  prefent  mode  of  collecbion  of  the  tax 
on  poft  horfes  ;  before  the  Houfe  voted  that  aflertion,  he  con- 
ceived tliey  had  a  right  to  have  before  them  proof  that  it  was 
tnieu  He  defired  to  know  where  that  proof  was  to  be  found. 
The  right  honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
indeed  obferved,  that  frauds  were  notorioufly  pra6lifed;  he 
would  put  a  queftion  to  that  riglit  honourable  gentleman,  and 
he  thought  himfelf  entitled  to  an  anfwer.  Had  the  board 
of  revenue,  in  whofe  hands  the  management  of  tlie  tax  was 
invefted,  prefented  any  memorial  to  the  Treafury,  ftating 
that  the  produce  of  the  tax  was  declining,  and  tliat  fuch  a 
regulation  as  the  bill  enadled,  appeared  to  them  to  be  abfo- 
lately  neceflary  ?  The  neceflity  of  fuch  a  meafure  ought  to 
have  been  eftabliflied  in  evidence,  before  the  Houfe  were  cal- 
led upon  to  adopt  it.  He  fliould  judge  by  the  honourable 
•gentleman's  anfwer,  whether  even  the  Board  of  Treafury  had 
reafonable  caufe  to  think  that  there  was  fuch  a  neccHity.  He 
thought,  that  if  the  bill  pafled,  the  revenue  would  rather  be 
injured  than  benefited,  and  a  deficiency  rather  than  an  in- 
creafeof  the  produce  of.  the  tax,  follow,  as  the  natural  con- 
fequence;  and,  firft,  he  mentioned  the  day  ticket,  to  which 
he  had  alluded.  In  the  laie  alteration  of  the  tax,  when  the 
4uty  per  mile  had  been  raifed  a  third,  the  duty  by  the  day 
ticket  was  only  raifed  one  feventh ;  that  was,  the  duty  per 
mile  from  one^penny  to  three  half-pence  per  horfe ;  and  the 
duty  of  the  day  ticket  from  one  (hilling  and  fix- pence,  to 
one  fhJlling  and. nine- pence.  He  expatiated  on  what  he  de- 
fcribed  as  the  prejudicial  cfFe6ls  of  this  unequal  alteration, 
and  mentioned  the  various  fixteen  miles  ftages  from  Canter- 
bury to  Dover,  Margate,  and  Sittingbourne,  as  examples 
ifrhere  the  eyafion  of  the  adl  was  capable  of  being  piadtifed. 

He 
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He  alfo  fpoke  of  the  ftages  to  and  from  Maidftone,  which 
•    was  generally  deemed  the  county  town  of  Kent,  and  faid,     j 
that  if  the  contra6ts  were  put  up  to  (ale  before  any  regula*    i 
tions  were  adopted,  to  retaedy  thofe  ahufes,  and  render  them    I 
not  likely  to  be  pradtifed  in  future,  a  material  injury  would    • 
aflfed  the  revenue,  becaufe  t;he  average  of  the  produce  of  the 
diftrifts,  would  neceffarily  be  taken  from  the  produce  of  thofe 
diltrifts  during  the  time  when  the  abufes  juft  alluded  to  had 
exifted,     Mr.  Marfham  mentioned  fome  other  fa£ls,  elucida- 
tory of  his  pofition,  that  the  meafure  of  farming  the  tax, 
would  rather  occafion  a  deficiency  in  the'amount  of  its  col* 
leAion,  than  increafe  it.  •  He  repeated  feveral  of  his  argu- 
ments to  prove  that  it  would  be  unwife  in  that  Houfe  to  coun- 
tenance the  propofition  to  eftablifli  fo  dangerous  a  precedent 
as  that  of  farming  the  revenue.     Upon  the  whole,  Mr.  Mar- 
fham faid,  he  would  make  his  fland  there,  and  oppofe  the 
fecond  reading  of  the  bill. 
Chan-      Mr.  Chancellor  P/// anfwered,  that  it  was  needlefs  for 
>rPitt.  jjiiu  to  enter  much  at  length  into  the  difquifition  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  bill,  which  had  been  fo  fully  difcuffed  dujing'the 
f:ourfe  of  a  preceding   day.      He  would,  therefore,  merely 
confine  himielf  to  fuch  arguments  of  the  honourable  gentle- 
roan,  as  feemed   to  require  a  reply.     And,  firft,  he  would 
take  notice  of  the  honourable   gentleman's  obfervation  rela- 
tive to  the  preamble  of  the  bill  containing  an  aflertion  which 
had*  not  been  proved.     The  fiiSt  was,  that  frauds  to  a  confi- 
derabie  amount  had  been  praftifed.     It  was  a  matter  of  very 
pieat  notoiiety,  and  where  fadts  were  matters  of  public  no- 
toriety, it  was  by  no  means  unufual  for  that  Houfe  to  ftatc 
thofe  fadls  in  the  prtanibh  to  a  bill,  as  the  grounds  of  neceffity 
on  whici>  it  ftood.   With  regard  to  the  honourable  gentlemans  ^ 
queftion,  whether  the  GoramifEoners  of  the  Stamp   Office 
had  prefented  any  memorial  to  the  Lords  of  the  Treafuryt ' 
alledging  a  growing  deficiency  in  the  ainount  of  the  collec* 
tion  of  the  tax  on  poll  horfes,  he  had  no  hefitation  to  fay, 
that  they  had  not ;  but  what  then  ?     He  never  had  heard  it 
argued,  that  when  that  Houfe  veiled  the  executive  manage* 
ment  of  any  tax  in  eithei-  of  the  bpards  of  revenue,    tbeyfo 
far  delegated  their  authority  as  to  have  parted  with  th^ 
powers  of  legiflation  altogether,  and  that  thenceforward  they 
were  rendered  incapable  of  amending  their  own   tax  bill%  ■ 
and  could  not  apply  any  regulation  to  go  in  aid  of  thecol- 
ledlion  of  any  particular  tax,  unlefs  upon  application  of  the 
Board  of  Revenue,  to  whom  the  executive  management  of 
the  particular   tax  in  queflion  had  been  delegated.     h>o  far 
from  -the  Revenue  Boards  thinking  it  their  duty  to  recom- 
mend regulations,  and  to  fuggeft  amendments,  he  had  founi 
t/r^r  fome  Boards  of  Revenue  held  thsk  bounds  pf  duty  tqi 
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be  (b  limits  and  narrowed,  that  they  conceived  they  dil 
enoagh  when  they  confined  their  attention  folely  to  the  ma-* 
nagement  of  the  taxes  entrirfted  to  their  care.     This  was  a 
doftrine^  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  faid,  which  he 
had  taken  a  great  deal  of  pains   to  overturn,  having  ufed 
many  aiguments  to  draw  the  Boards  of  Revenue  out  of  the 
Jifflited  line  which  they  had  chalked  out  for  themfelves,  by 
periFuading  them  that  they  ought  to  carry  their  notions  of 
doity  foraewhat  farther,  and  to  confider  it  incumbent  upon 
ihemj  not  only  to  ftate  when  there  were  deficiencies  in  any  tax, 
but  to  fuggeft  fuch  regulations  as  fhould  appear  to  them  to 
be  moft  likely  to  cure  the  deficiencies  and  increafe  the  pro- 
duce of  the  tax  in  queftion.  With  regard  to  what  the  honour- 
able gentlenfan  had  laid  of  the  points  which  called  for  regulation, 
all  thofe  obfervations  deferved  verv  ferious  attention,  hut  they 
might  be  provided  for  by  a  claufe  in  the  Committee..    The 
Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  referred  to  his  former  arguments, 
with  regard  to  the  nature  of  the  meafure,  the   ohjediions 
made  to  it  on  the  ground  of  novelty,  and  the  efFe<9  which  it 
was  likely  to  produce,  confidered  in  a  conftitutional  point  of 
view.     He  contended,  that  nnlefs  gentlemen  faw  fomething 
in  it  violently  alarming,  and  unconflitutional,  they  ought 
not  toobjedl  to  the  bill's  going  to  a  Committee;  and  fo  firmly 
and  fo  thoroughly  was  he  convinced  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  bill  which  could  warrant  Siny  fuch  chara£ler  of  it, 
that  he  felt  fanguine  hopes  of  not  finding  it  any  longer  refifted. 

Mr.  Marjhdm  declared,  that  the  right  honourable  gentle-  Mr.  h 
man  had  not  fatisfied  his  mind  by  his  arguments.  He  mull  ^***"« 
ftill  maintain,  that  previouily  to  the  adoption  of  the  mea- 
fure  of  farming-  the  revenue,  its  neceflity  ought  to  be  efta- 
blifhed.  If  the  Commif&oners  of  Stamps  had  not  prefented 
any  memorial  ftating  that  there  was  an  alarming  deficiency 
in  the  receipt  of  the  coUeAion,  nor  fuggefted  the  regulations 
propofed  in  the  bill,  that  Houfe  were  intitled  to  know  who 
had  -fuggefted  either  the  one  or  the  other.  And  whofe  bill 
was  it  ?  Since  the  right  honourable  gentleman  admitted,  that 
what  he  had  pointed  out  with  regard  to  the  day  ticket  was 
fit  'to  be  adopted,  and  that  the  neceflary  regulations  might 
be  provided  for  by  a  claufe  in  the  Committee,  why  not 
wait  another  year  to  fee  the  effeA  of  thofe  regulations, 
which,  in  all  probability,  would  cure  any  late  deficiency, 
and  confiderably  increafe  the  produdk  of  the  tax?  If  i^ 
then  fhould  appear  to  be  a  deficiency,  it  would  prove  time 
enough  to  begin  upon  a  plan  of  collediion  fo  contrary  to  the 
cftabliflied  ufa^es  of  the  country,  and  fo  repugnant  to  the 
priaciples  ^of  the  Britifh  conftitution.  Mr.  Marfham  fpoke 
of  the  powers  given  to  the  farmers  of  the  tax  to  oblige  the 
iPQUe£)^»  to  change  the  mode  of  keeping  their  accounts,  as 
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extravagant,  and  as  arming  the  farmers  with  opportunities 
of  exercifing  their  caprice  to  the  great  vexation  of  the  inn- 
keepers.    He  faid,   that  when  once  people  were  in  the  habit 
of  keeping  their  accQunts  in  an  uniform  and  regular  way,  it 
was  eafy  for  them  to  preferv.e  them  correflly  ;  but  when  they 
were  put  out  of  their  way,  it  perplexed  and  troubled  them, 
fo  that  they  were  put  to  great  diflaculty.     With  regard  to 
the  propofal  to  let  the  farmers  hold  their  contrafts  for  three 
years,  he  much  doubted  whether  that  Houfe  could  put  the 
power  of  repealing  a  tax,  or  enacting  neceflary  regulations 
refpefting  it,  out  of  their  reach  for  fuch  a  fpace  of  time, 
r.  Lamb-      Mr.  Lambton  confefled,  that  he  rofe  with  much  reludlance 
"•  to  fpeak  on  the  prefent  point,  which,  he  conceived,  would 

be  highly  oppreflive  in  many  refpefts  to  the  fubjeiV,  and  dan- 
gerous in  the  extreme  to  the  conftitution.     Similar  opinions 
induced  him,  for  the  firft  time,  to  open  his  lips  in  that  af- 
fembly ;  and  he  felt  that  he  fliould  be  wanting  in  duty  to 
himfelf,   and  his  conflituerlts,   to  remain  filent   at  prelent, 
however  indifferently  he  fliould  be  able  to  difcufs  thequeftion 
under  confideration.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Pitt)  and  thofe  who  placed  a  kind  of  implicit^  confidence  in 
his  opinion,  might  be  induced  to  fay,  that  the  oppofition  to 
this  bill  arofe  purely  from  obftinacy;  but  thofe  only  would 
fay  this,  who  could  oppofe  no  other  argument.     The  advan- 
tages could  not  be  held  out  with  any  degree  of  certainty, 'but 
the  danger  of  it    could;  and  he  would  even  venture  to  de- 
precate the  advantage  as  an  increafe  to  danger.     If  this  mode 
.  chanced  to  fucceed,  what   would  follow  t    Why,  that  the 
whole  of  the  revenue  might  and  fliould  be  farmed.  It  would 
be  eafy  to  fay,  notorious  frauds  have  been  committed  in  this 
branch   and  that  branch,  without  any  fpecification.     Whf 
therefore  not  farm  them  t     See  the  fuccefs  of  this  mode  in 
the  poft-horfe  duty.     Here  the  danger  lay ;    he    therefore 
wiflied  to  fee  that  danger  cruflied  in  the  bud.     Precedents 
had  even  been  quoted  to  fan6tify  this  meafure;  every  plau- 
fible  argument  which  couM  poflibly  be  urged  in  its  favour 
was  adduced.     Arguments,    however,  ft  ill   ftronger,    were 
applied,  and  he  hoped  they  would  have  their  due  weight,  at 
leaft  with  thofej  who  dared  to  think  and  aft  for  themfelveSi 
The   befl   writers  on   this   fubjedl,  of  what  nation  foevcFi 
were  decidedly  againft  the  meafure.  In  his  opinion,  the  taxes 
impofed  were  already  weighty  enough,  without  adding  any 
additional   weight,  or   without  adding  what  might  fecm  a 
grievance,  even  though  it  were  not  one.     Well  known  wa^ 
the  deteftation   in  which  the  farmers  general  of  France  ar^ 
held;  and  could  it  he  fuppofed  that   thofe  who  fliould  con- 
traA  for  the  prefent  duty,  would  be  held  in  lefs  by  a  frei 
people  who  are  willing  to  pay  what  their  reprefentativcs  i«: 
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j^fe^  without  the  additional  circumflance  of  being  urged, 
M*ic])  feenoed  of  all  others  fo  ungenerous,  that  he  trufted  it 
.  sroold  be  Iben  in  its  proper  light,  and  treated  with  the  in- 
dignation it  deferved.  The  preamble  fet  forth  notorious 
jfniia4s  ;  wd  yet  the  taX|  in  the  very  lad  quarter,  was  allow- 
ed to  increafe  9000  U  Was  not  this  in  itielf  a  fufBcient  ar- 
gamenty  that  thofe  notorious  frauds  were  ideal,  or  at  leaft 
^i^gged  in  to  help  out  and  varnifli  a  meafure  of  all  others 
perhaps  the  moft  unconftitutional.  Was  this  meafure  in- 
troduced merely  to  gratify  that  inordinate  defire  of  innova- 
tion, that  fp  invariably  marked  the  prefent  Adminiftration  ? 
Spoievcf  thofe  innovations  already  difgraced  the  journals  of 
'  the  Houfe ;  the  wifdom  of  Parliament  had  rejedted  others  ; 
juid  he  now  trufted  that  its  wifdom  would  fhine  as  confpicu- 
pufly  on  the  prefent  occafion.  He  had  juft  come  from  the 
jppuntry,  in  which  the  effedls  of  a  fimilar  meafure  were  but 
too  vifible;  it  had  railed  his  indignation,  he  was  ready  to  con- 
fefs,  and  was  even  warm  in  his  mind ;  it  was  not  to  bo  won- 
dered therefore,  if  he  fhould  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Hpuie  in  particularizing  the  fatal  confequences  of  this  mea- 
fure, as  the  very  principle  was  fufEcient  to  condemn  it.  In 
6a(e  of  a  decreafe  of  revenue,  from  bad  leafons  in  the  Weft 
Indies^  or  other  in(:idents  equally  plaufible,  the  Nlinifter 
^nothing  to  do  but  come  into  the  Houfe,  infift  on  putting 
tap  the  other  branches  of  the  revenue  to  audlion,  and  thus 
jofrter  the  unalienable  privileges  of  the  conftitution.  This 
piode,  bcCdes,  went  dire£tly  to  increafe  the  power  of  the 
Crown^  which  of  all  others  the  Houfe  flxould  be  watchful 
pf  with  a  moft  jealous  eye. 

Mr.  ^0/^  contended  that  the  biil  was  in  his  opinion  eafily  Mr.  kofc 
lJUfefi(^l>l^  againft  the  objedllons  not  only  of  the  honourable 
(Sentlen^an.  (Mr.  M.arfliam)  but  of  the  honourable  gentle- 
Ipan.who  hod  juft  fat  down.  It  was  neither  a  bill  introdu- 
cing a  new  precedent,  nor  a  bill  which  gave  any  new  powers 
?D  any  fet  of  men  whatfoever.  He  inftanced  a  cafe  in  point 
tp  prove  this,  and  declared  that  as  to  the  difference  of  the 
tflfeft  of  the  juft  alterations  of  the  duty  between  the  day 
ticket  and  the  duty  paid  per  mile,  that  matter  had  been  fore- 
fcen  and  agitated  wh-jn  the  bill,  authorifing  the  laft  altera- 
tipnof  duty,  was  under  difcuffion,  and  that  the  bill's  being 
lij||>lje  tothe  abufe  complained  of  by  the  honourable  gentle- 
H^n  had  been  ftated  at  the  time;  but  that  it  was  then 
thought  that  a  certain  defcription  of  travellers  were  in  fair- 
^S.entitled  to  the  indulgence,  notwithftanding  that  it  did 
fflSn  a  door  to  the  abufe  in  queftion.  With  r.gard  to  what 
the  -honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft  had  faid  of  the 
PDQcipie  of  farming  the  tevenue,  as  praftifed  in  France,  and 
Ae  f ropofed   plaii  of  farming  the  poft-horfe  tax,  no  two 
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iftatters  could  be  more  widely  different.     In  France,  the  far- 
mers  general   were  a  body  corporate,  who  held  not  merely 
the  colle6tion  of  the  revenues  in  their  hands,  but  a  mono- 
poly of  the  articles  of  revenue  themfelves.     Whenever  the 
King  of  that  country  wanted  money,  he  applied  to  the  far- 
mers general,  as  he  could  borrow  of  no  body  elfe ;  but  be- 
fore the  farmers  general  would  confent  to  lend  him  the  furii 
he  wanted,  they  generally  propofed  terms,  and  demand^ 
certain  powers  to  aflift  them  in  enforcing  and  fwelling  the 
coUeftion  of  the  new  fpecres  of  revenue  on  which  the  mo- 
ney was  borrowed.     The  King  being  thus  in  the  hands  of 
the  farmers  general,  he  was  obliged  to  fubmit,  and  thence 
the  fubjefts   were  fo  cruelly  harrafled  and  opprefied  as  they 
tvere,  efpecially   in  the  two  principal  articles  of  revenue 
fait  and  tobacco.     But  the  cafe  propofed  by  the  prefent  bill 
was  exceedingly  diiSmilar.     The  tax  to  be  colledled  was  an 
afcertained  fum,  no  more  than  which  could  on  any  pretence 
be  levied,  and  it  was  paid  by  the  traveller's  leaving  it  be- 
hind him  as  he  journied,  in  the  hiinds  of  each  innkeeper. 
With  refpedt  to  the  contrail  holders  having  it  in  their  power 
to  vex  and  harrafs   the  innkeepers  and  the  colledors,   by 
frequently  changing  their  mode  of  keeping  their  accountSi 
as  the  honourable  gentleman  who  began  the  debate  had  men- 
tioned, it  was  a  miftake ;  for,  by  the  claufe  in  the  bill,  they 
were  only  empowered  to  direcSt  any  fuch  change  to  be  mad^ 
with  the  confent  of  the  CommiiEoners  of  the  Stamp  Office.  ' 
fr.  Baffard      Mr.  Baftard  having  the  bill  in  his  hand,  proceeded  through 
the  ciaufes,  pointing  out  fuch  particulars  as  appeared  ex- 
ceptionable to  him.     He  infiAed  that  the  bill  fet  off  upon 
very  uncertain,  though  plhufible,  grpunds,  as  the  pream^e 
flated,  that  notorious  frauds  had  been  committed,  without 
fpecifying  any   one  of  thofe  frauds;    which,    in  his  idc% 
trould  have  added  fdme  weight  to  the  neceiEty  of  the  bilL 
A  Committee  fof  that  purpofe  ought  to  have  been  appoint' 
cd;  for,  as  the  frauds  were  acknowledged  to  be  notojriouSf 
he  did  riot  fee  the  diflBculty  of  collefting  and  arranging  thcffl. 
No  doubt,  thofe  who  intended  to  bid  for  this  duty,  muft  be  ' 
mafters,  in  a  degree,  of  thofe  notorious  frauds.     He  there- 
fore thought  the  Houfe  as  well  entitled  to  the  ktiowledge  of  , 
them  as  the  puithafer;  befides,  as  this  tax  had  mcreafed 
9000!.  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft  year,  why  might  it  not  in* 
creafe  in  the  fucceeding  year  ?  Would  it  not  therefore  be  bet- 
ter to  poftpone  it  for  that  purpofe,  in  order  that  the  Public 
might  benefit  by  that  increafe  ?  And  this  the  ratHer,  asthejf 
muft  have  juft  the  increafe  of  the  laft  year,  if  it  had  been 
farmed  previous  to  that  period.     And  that  there  ^as  a  pio- 
{pe&.   of  increafe,  however  temporary,    was   very   vifibfe 
The  treaty  between  us  and  Fuuce  mufi  of  tonrfc' increafe 
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the  number  of  travellers.    Thefe  circumftances,  he  thought, 
deferved  attention. 

^  By  a  claufe  in  the  bill,  he  faw  that  thofe  contradlors  were 
Qot  to  be  deprived  of  their  votes.  This  was  the  tree  def- 
tin^  to  bear  the  fruit  which  Mini  dry  was  to  pluck ;  but  he 
hoped  the  Houfe  would  blaft  that  fruit  in  its  bud.  No  man 
'  wifhed  better  to  the  legal  increafe  of  the  revenue  than  he, 
and  he  was  certain  that  all  lovers  of  their  country,  and  efpe- 
cially  at  this  time,  ihould  feel  the  fame  patriotic  anxiety". 
But  this  was  only  a  fecondary  confideration.  His  oppofi- 
/tion  to  this  bill  arofe,  in  the  higheft  degree,  from  his  attach* 
ment  to  the  conftitution,  on  which  he  did  not  like  to  fee  any 
experiments;  and  it  was  plain  to  the  meaneft  capacity,  that 
this  was  a  meafure  not  only  foreign  to.  tlie  freedom  of  our 
independence,  but  in  every  refpedl  hoftile.  It  was  a  mea* 
fur©  entirely  known  to  defpptifm;  and  if  one  precedent  gaiji- 
ed  ground,  it  paved  the  way  for  another.  Executive  go- 
'  .vernment,  in  adopting  this  meafure,  was  giving  up  their  re- 
.  fpondency,  and  the  power  of  redrefs,  which  Vas  the  laft 
thing  they  fhould  part  with.  Provided  the  fuhjedt  was  ag- 
grieved, and  complained,  what  could  the  Houfe  on  fpch  an 
cccaiion  do?  Why,  nothing  till  the  contract  expired.  The 
contraAor  knew  this;  he  could  triumph  in  the  fecurity  of 
his  bargain ;  he  cOuld  enter  the  houfe  of  the  fubjedl  like 
Shylock,  wrth  a  pair  of  fcales  in  one  h^ind,  and  a  flaughter- 
ing  knife  in  the  other,  to  demand  his  bond,  and  the  penalty 
of  his  bond ;  and  whither  could  the  afBidled  fly  for  rediefs  ? 
Not  furely  to  thofe  who  had  parted  with  that  power,  and  who 
might  repent  it  when  it  was  too  late. 

One  argument  he  remembefed  in  favour  of  the  fliop  tax, 
that  it  was  an  impoA  which  found  its  way  immediately  into 
the  Exchequer;  but  this  argupient  could  not  apply  to  tlie 
-  prefent  mode;  the  qualification  of  thofe  contra6tors  macle 
no  part  of  the  bill.  No  matter  how  bad  their  characters, 
provided  they  gave  fufficient  bail.  He  recollefted  an  orien- 
tal obfervation,  which  came  home  to  this  point.  The  cha- 
ra£ter  of  one  of  the  Indian  contradlors  was  acknowletlged  to 
he  infamous.  What  was  the  excufe  on  that  occafion  ?  Why, 
the  lefs  humane,  the  fitter  for  the  purpofe;  and  who  knew 
but  that  Congo  Gov  in  Sing  might  hereafter  farm  the  im  polls 
of  Engliflimen  ?  He  therefore  trufted,  that  gentlemen  would 
feel  as  he  felt  on  the  occafion,  and  give  proof  of  the  fame, 
in  the  rejedlion  of  a  meafure  fraught  with  fuch  unfpeakable 
danger  to  all  which  Britons  held  dear.  ; 

Mr.  Powys  declared  that  he  fhould  ^ot  oppofe  the  fecond  M] 
reading  of  the  bill,  but  he  wiihed  very  fhortly  to  flate  to  the 
Houfe  the  reafons  which  induced  hipi  lb  to  confent.     Mr. 
Powys  then  pointed  out  the  view  whi6h  he  had  taken  of  the 
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bill,   the  manner  in  which  it  ftrnck  hmi,  and  the  etttot  to 
which  he  was  willing  to  go  with  it.     He  adverted  to  parts  o^ 
it  which  he  thought  highly  obje&ianable,  and  faid  that  in 
the  Committee  he  would  Hate  his  reafons  for  fuch  alterations 
as  he  fhould  propofe,  and  expe£k  to  have  adopted^  before  h6 
could  give  his  confent  to  the  bill. 
Iding-      Mr.  Addington  rofe  to  defend  the  bill  againft  the  vaYiopi 
Qbje6tions  urged  againft  it.     The  principal  point  of  his  ar- 
gument was,  that  it  did  not  alter  or  lay  any  new  tax  on  the 
lubje>Sl ;  it  merely  provided  a  new  mode  of  polle6ting  a  tax 
which  the  Public  already  paid,  and  it  did  not  put  it  in  the 
power  of  the  farmers  to  oblige  them  to  pay  more.     If  it 
were,  as  it  had  been  defcribed,  a  plan  for  generally  farming 
the  revenues,  he  declared  that  he  fliould  not  fupport  it,  but;, 
it  was  a  very  different  matter.     Mr.  Addington  quoted  Mr. 
Ncckar,  to  Ih^w  that  this  ingenious  writer  an^  able  finan- 
cier  had  exprefsly  declared  it  to  be  his  opinion,  that  the  fubr 
jefls  could  never  be  pppreffed  by  taxes,  or  their  mode  of  col- 
leflion,  in  confequence  of  their  being  originally  fubmitte4 
to  the  judgement  of  Parliament,  and  difcuffed  publicly  in 
both  Houfes  previoys  to,  their  being  made  and  declared  to 
be  legal, 
iljiam      Sir  WiWam  Mokfworth  argued  in  favour  of  the  hill,  and 
worth,  faid  that  the  plan  would  have  this  good  effeft  :  it  would  take 
the  money  which  went  into  the  pocket  of  the  Poftmafter, 
who  was  a  rogue,  :^nd  convey  it  to  the  Exchequer.     He  ha4 
fupported  the  Ihop  tax,  becaufe  he  thought  it  a  good  tax. 
Could  it  be  proved  to  the  fatisfadlion  of  hU  mind  that  it  wai 
not  fo,  he  fliould  oppofe  it. 
fartb.      Mr.  Martin  remarked  two  words  often  occurred  in  the  de- 
bate, and  were  ufed  in  that  Houfe  frequently  ^in  his  concep-r 
tio.n)very  erroneoufly;  thefe  were  innovation  and  precedent, 
He  had  known  many  falutary  innovations,  and  fome  excel- 
lent precedents.     With  reeard  to  the  bill,  he  thought  of  it 
as  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Powys)  did,  of  whofe  fenti* 
ments  and. judgement  he  entertained  a  very  high  opinion., 
There  was  nothing  in  it  which  appeared  to  render  it  impro- 
per to  go  to  a  Comn.ittee,  but  then  he  fliould  wifli  that  foroc 
parts  of  it  might  be  amended, 
nolle.       Mr.  Rolle  declared  that  he  had  liflened  attentively  to  all 
which  had  bfen  faid  refpefting  the  bill,  and  that  he  had  not 
heard  any  fubftantial  folid  objeftion  to  it.     Arguments  arbfe 
in  fliape   rather  than  in  fubftance.     Every  gentleman  who 
travelled  much  muft  know  that  there  were  repeated  evaflons 
of  the  tax  fradulently  prafliicd,  and  that  the  traveller  paid 
the  duty,  though  it  did  not  find  its  way  to  the  Exchequer. 
He  fliould  therefore  fupport  the  bill;  but  if  he  thought  it 
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149  it  all  uhconftitqtional,  no  tnaii  in  the  Houfe  would  be 
i  more  (determined  opppfer  of  it  than  himfelf. 

Sit  Richard  Hill  remarked  that  there  ought  to  be  more  Sir  Rid  ir 
lifteners  than  fpeakers,  but  that  he  felt  himfelf  conftrained  I'^i^ 
'p  break  filence.  He  had  been  conftrained  by  the  arguments 
on  the  othef  fide  of  the  Houfe  to  become  a  fpeaker.  Thofe 
argaments  were  fo  ftrong,  that  they  had  thoroughly  convin- 
ced him.  He  begged  leave  to  explain  himfelf;  they  had  ope- 
rated, upon  his  mind  like  a  reflefling  telefcope,  and  convin* 
ced  him  that  the  reverfe  of  the  piflure  which  they  exhibit- 
^  was  the  true  pidlure  of  the  bill,  and  that  it  wa^  a  wife, 
an  unexceptionable^  and  a  good  bill.  He  obferved  that  in 
4ifcuffing  its  merits  gentlemen  had  chofen  to  cry  fire  !  fire ! 
fbetonftitution  is  in  danger!  and  in  order  to  quench  the  firft 
fpark  which  they  faw  likely  to  put  the  whole  into  a  flame, 
i^\  X\xt  water  plugs  of  patriptifm  were  pulled  up,  and  the 
buckets  of  oppofition  difcharged  upon  it.  He  did  not  think 
fhat  the  prefent  bill  could  be  deemed  an  attack  on  iheconfti- 
tution  in  any  fenfe  of  the  words,  nor  could  it  be  called  a 
queflion  deeply  afFe^ing  Church  and  State ;  for  he  knew  not 
that  the  church  had  any  thing  to  do  with  the  pod  horfe  tax ; 
nay,  he  believed  there  was  a  claufe  in  the  aft  excepting  every 
perfon  who  rode  to  church  from  paying  it.  With  regard  to 
the  outcry  againft  the  bill,  becaule  the  French  farmed  all 
their  revenues,  he  thought  they  might  as  well  fay,  that  be- 
Pmfe  the  French  King  was  an  arbitrary  and  defpotic  Prince, 
Aat  all  monarchy  was  bad ;  they  might  as  well  fay,  that  if  a 
French  Papift,  or  any  other  Papift,  declared  that  he  believed 
in  God,  and  the  immortality  of  the  foul,  that  he  (b^ir  Ri- 
chard) ought  to  turn  Atheift  and  Materialift^  He  took  oc- 
Cafion  to  idtroduce  the  coalition,  and  faid  that  was  an  inno- 
vation; but  that  the  Houfe,  feeing  the  badnefs  of  the  pre- 
oedftht,  had  demolifhed  it  at  its  outlet.  The  two  individuals 
^ho  formed  that  monfter,  had,  he  faid,  been  two  human 
beings  with  wonderful  large  craws.  He  remarked,  that  as 
the  farmers  were  to  begin  to  bid  at  a  higher  fum  than  the  col- 
fcQion  had  ever  amounted  to,  the  Public  muft  gain,  and 
could  hot  lofe;.  and  that  circumftance  alone  therefore  pro- 
^  that  the  bill  was  wifely  framed,  and  as  to  any  thing 
?hich  had  been  faid  againft  it.  Sir  Richard  declared  that  he 
*iever  heard  fuch  a  wafte  of  words  on  any  occafion  what- 
fcever. 

Mr.  Windham  prefumed    the   honourable   Baronet   had  Mr.  wind 
thought  that  the  dull  and  dry  difcuffion  of  a  ferious  con-  I'*™- 
'iitutional  queftion  required  to   be  interfperfed  with  fome 
^tertainment,  in  like  manner  as  they  had  often  feen  a  feri- 
ous drama  followed  by  a  perfon's  coming  forward  to  fing  a 
•aughable  fong,  in  order  to  relieve  the  minds  of  the  awdxtot^ 
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from  gloomy  thoughts  ;  hut  the  honourable  Baronet  had  not 
taken  care  that  his  interlude  fhould  poffefs  as  much  novelty  a| 
was  ufual  on  fuch  occafions ;  fince,  if  he  had  not  quite  er- 
.  red  in  point  of  recolleftion,  he  had  heard  fome  of  the  fame 
J  witty  allufions  before,  and  had  read  others  in  common  newf- 
papers.  in  fome  places  alfo  the  honourable  Baronet's  malice 
feemed  to  have  outrun  his  wit ;  for  to  what  elfe  could  be  im- 
puted his  introdu6lion  of  a  wcll*known  political  event,  to 
which  the  queftion  bore  not  the  fmalleft  degree  of  connec- 
tion ?  The  motive  therefore  was  fo  evident,  that  rt  could 
fcarcely  be  miftaken ;  and  indeed  it  feemed  merely  for  the 
fake  of  that  fingle  point  that  the  honourable  Baronet  ha4 
rifen,  for  he  had  not  faid  one  word  to  the  bill  which  looked 
cither  like  argument  or  originality.  All  which  he  (poke  ■ 
had  been  merumfalj  pure  wit;  but  left  he  fliould  himfelf in- 
cur the  very  charge  he  was  making,  Mr.  Winham  faid  that 
he  would  come  to  the  point  under  difcuffion.  «He  then  pro- 
ceeded to  prove,  that  even  if  it  were  true,  that  although  the 
revenue  might  receive  an  increafe  of  the  produdt  of  the  tax, 
yet  it  might  happen  that  we  gave  too  much  for  that  furplus. 
lie  illuftrated  this  by  faying,  that,  if  the  largeft  coUediop 
of  the  tax  had  produced  one  hundred  thoufand  pounds,  and  ; 
the  farmers  con  fen  ted  to  give  one  hundred  and  five  thoufand, 
yet  if  they  by  an  enforced  coIlecStion  obtained  one  hundred/ 
and  ten,  or  one  hundred  and  fifteen  thoufand,  we  clearlr  , 
gave  away  five  or  ten  thoufand  pounds  for  five  thoufand, 
and  the  Public  paid  the  whole.  Mr.  Windham  contended, 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  Government  to  try  themfelves,  by 
apt  and  proper  regulations,  to  keep  the  colle6lion  in  th?ir 
own  hands,  and  thus  hold  all  which  was  really  paid  by  the. 
Public,  and  not  put  in  the  power  of  grinding  farmers  of  thf 
revenue  to  make  large  fortunes  at  the  public  expence.  He 
treated  alfo  of  the  bad  precedent  which  he  feared  the  prefent 
1  bill|  would  eftablifh,  and  afked  whether  any  men  firft  intro- 
duced a  precedent  which  might  be  made  a  mifchievous  oft 
of,  in  a  manner  glaringly  objeftionable  in  itfelf  ? 
Tlic  Attor-  The  Atorney  General  contended  that  the  poft-horfe  tii^ 
■cy  Genera  f^^^  jj-g  peculiar  conftitution,  was  perhaps  the  fingle  tax  to 
which  the  principle  of  farming  could  be  clearly  and  rffec- 
tually  applied.  Moft,  if  not  all  the  other  taxes,  had  fom^ 
thing  in  them  which  made  it  almoft  impoffible  that  they 
fhould  be  farmed  at  all.  But  fo  far  was  he  from  being  a 
friend  to  the  idea  of  putting  the  whole  revenue  to  farm,, 
that  he  could  declare  that  if  ever  fuch  an  attempt  was  made, 
he  would  himfelf  refift  it  with  all  tlie  oppofition  in  hii 
power.  With  regard  to  the  exiftence  of  the  frauds,  which 
/brcned  the  ground  of  necefTity  for  fuch  a  meafure  as  that 
propofed,  they  were  notOTVous,  awii  \.\v?iX.  to  a  moft  enormoui 
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degree.     He  'denied  however  that    the   meafure  was  any 
umovation.     On  the  contrary,  the  farming  of  the  crofs  road 
letters  by  Mr.  Allen  was  a  cafe  in  point ;  for  the  Legillature 
.  in  that  cafe,  though  they  had  not  exprcfsly  authorifed  it,  ne- 
ver met  it  with  their  reprobation.     He  gave  the  Houfe  aa 
account  of  the  adoption  of  that  meafure,  and  faid,  that  at 
.  the  time  the  Crown  enjoyed  its  hereditary  revenues,  the 
revenue  of  the  Poft  Office  was  holden  by  George  the  Firft 
fcr  life.     When  the  fcheme  of  farming  the  crofs-road  polts 
was  in  contemplation,  a  cafe  was  drawn  and  fubmitted  to 
the  Crown  lawyers,  in  order  19  learn  their  opinions  whether 
die  King  could  fign  a  leafe  of  a  part  of  the  Poft-ofEce  le ve- 
nue }  The  lawyers  anfwered,  that  he  might,  provided  the 
leafe  terminated  with  his  life;  and  accordingly  the  crofs  poils 
were  let  to  Mr.  Allen,  and  no  complaint  of  injuftice,  op- 
preffion,  or  breach  of  the  conftitution,  was  ever  heard. 

Mr.  fVtndbam  anfwered,  that  the  circumftanccs  to  which  Mr.  \ 
be  pointed,  when  he  had  talked  of  the  danger  of  eftablilh-  '''*"^- 
ing^a  bad  precedent,  was  what  might  happen  in  times  when 
the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  might  not  be  a  mem- 
ber of  that  Houfe. 

Vifcount  Maitland  {'dxA,  an  honourable  and  learned  gentle-  Vifm 
man,  (the  Attorney  General)  had  been  arguing  that  no  ^^**^' 
other  tax  was,  from  its  nature,  fit  to  be  farmed ;  and  yet  he 
had,  in  the  fame  fpeech,  quoted  Mr.  AHen's  having  farmed 
,  the  crofs-road  poils,  a  tax  on  the  Public  as  diflindtand  clif- 
ierent  from  the  poft  horfe  tax,  as  any  two  matters  poffibly 
,  could  be.  His  Lordfhip  faid  that  the  fide  of  the  houfe  on 
which  he  ftood  were  combating  a  bad  and  dangerous  prin  • 
ciple,  on  a  broad  conftitutional  bafis,  and  they  defied  the 
•ther  fide  to  argue  for  it  upon  the  fame  foundation. 

Sir  y antes  Johnjlone  hailed  thefe  happy  times  of  liberty,  Sir  J 
when  there  was  not  one  flave  in  Britain ;  for  the  colliers  •'^*^*' 
and  falters  had  obtained  their  freedom  in  the  montli  of  Fe- 
bruary laft.  He  declared  his  good  opinion  of  the  prefent 
bill,  and,  by  way  of  confirming  the  argument,  that  it  was 
neither  an  innovation  nor  a  new  precedent,  he  reminded 
the  Houfe,  that  formerly  all  the  revenue  was  farmed  in  Scot- 
land ;  that  at  this  day  the  revenue  was  farmed  in  Holland, 
and  he  had  been  told  in  Sicily. 

Mr.  Drake  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  bill,  and  faid,  that  the  Mr. 
tax  was  uneceptionable,  and  colledled  with  great  eatb.     He 
fignified  his  intention  to  move  in  the  Committee  to  make  the 
contra£ts  annual,  if  there  was  no  objedlion  to  fuch  a  limi- 
tation. 

Sit  Benjamin  Hammet  argued  againft  the  principle  of  farm-  Sir  R 
inga  tax;  but  obferved,  that  unlcfs  he  heard  it  proved  that  ^^^  ^ 
th«  colle^ion  could  be  fecured,  fo  as  that  th&  whole  of  what 

the 
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the  Public  paid  went  into  the  Exchequer  by  other  meansi  he  ; 
ihould  vote  for  the  bill,  as  an  experimental  biU.     Sir  Benja*  | 
min  declared  that  he  thought  the  principle  of  thetaxfaifi  i 
and  whenever  he  felt  this,  he  would  fupport  the  Minifierin  ! 
fecuring  the  collection  of  his  taxes. 
^ir.  Fox.         Mr.  Fox  profeiTed  himfelf  to  be  of  opinion  with  Mr.  Mar* 
tin,  that  the  words  innovation  and  precedent  were  too  often 
mifapplied  in  that  Houfe,  and  for  that  very  reaibn  he  decla- 
red himfelf  an  enemy  to  the  bill,  becauie  knowing,  as  he 
did,  what  ufe  was  made  of  a  precedent  in  that  Houfe,  after 
having  been  once  received,  he  was  always  extremely  cauci« 
ous  in  fuffering  a  precedent  to  be  eftablifhed.     So  fare  wai  ! 
he  that  the  precedent  of  farming  the  revenue  need  not,  and 
ought  not,  in  the  cafe  immediately  ui^der  the  confideration   \ 
of  the  Houfe,  to  be  eftablifhed,  that  fhould  the  bill  be  car-»  ' 
ried  to  a  Committee,  he  would  leave  that  Committee  to  it-  ' 
felf,  hoping  and  truAing  that  the  Committee  would  make 
the  bill  fo  exceptionable,  and  fo  defedive,  that  the  bilIco\dd 
produce  no  revenue  at  all.     He  entered  into  a  large  fcope  of. 
argument,  to  prove  that  a  principle  of  farming  any  part  ot 
the  revenue  was  a  principle  pernicious  in  the  extremeft  de- 
gree, and  fuch  a  principle  as  ought  never  to  be  introduced 
but.  in  a  cafe  of  the  moft  urgent  and  the  mofl  unqueflionable 
ncceflity.     He  inftanced  the  origin  of  the  Excife,  which  lud 
been  founded   on  undeniable  neceflity.     He  compared  the 
principles  of  the  hill  with  thofe  of  his  own  India  bill,  aii4 
contended,  that,  in  refpe£l  to  the  increafe  of  the  influence 
of  the  Crown,  in  the  creation  of  new  dependents,  they  were 
flmilar ;  with  this  difference,  however,  that  the  perfons  ap- 
pointed under  his  bill  were  amenable,  and  fubje<Sl   to  the 
control  of  Parliament ;  whereas  the  perfons  appointed  un- 
der this  bill  were  fubjeft  to  no  fuch  control.     He  aiked  what 
could  have  induced  the  Minifler  to  alter  the  mode  of  collec-> 
tion?  At  prefent  it  was  the  interefl  of  the  colleftor  to  in- 
creafe the  produce  of  the  tax,  becaufe  he  in  proportion  in- 
creafed  his  own  profits.     For  every  fhilling  which  the  col- 
ledor  got  the  revenue  received  ten.     Wliy  then  fhould  ^ 
middle  man  be  called  in  to  make  a  fortune  at  the  public  ex- 
pence  ? 
\V.  Mr.  ff^,  Grenville  contended,   that   the   farming   of  the 

^nviiic.  turnpikes  under  a  general  aft  of  parliament  was  an  unan- 
fwerable  precedent  for  the  prefent  bill,  and  that  the  letting 
the  crofs  pofls  to  Mr.  Allen  was  a  ftrong  collateral  confir- 
mation of  that  precedent :  he  remarked,  that  although  the 
pofl-horfe  tax  might  be  farmed,  yet  the  apprehenfions  that 
the  other  articles  of  the  revenue  in  general  might  be  farmed 
likewife,  were  idle  and  ill  founded  There  were  various  ar- 
ticks  of  commerce,  of  manufadlure,    of  arts,    and  of  ulc, 

which 
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vhich  from  their  nature  and  conftitution  could  not  Be  put 
inder  the  excife,  from  the  inapplicability  of  the  excife  laws 
:o  fuch  articles.  In  like  manner  there  fcarcely  was  an  ar- 
ticle to  which  the  principle  of  farming  could  he  applied^ 
excepting  the  poft-horfe  tax.  Eilential  was  the  diftindlion 
between  the  appointments  under  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Fox*s)  India  bill  and  the  appointments  under 
rhe  prefent  bill ;  they  were  by  no  means  analogous.  With 
refpeA  to  the  prefent  colledors  having  an  intereft  in  mak- 
ing their  col  ledlion  as  large  as  pofTible,  it  was  true;  but  if 
they  were,  difhoneft  men,  and  heeded  not  their  oaths,  in- 
lead  of  taking  the  one  fhilling  out  of  ten  (as  ftated  by  the 
ight  honourable  gentleman)  they  might  fmk  the  whole 
ed. 

Mr.  Alderman  Tolvtifrnd  obferved,  that  it  was  agreed  on  Mr.  AW. 
ill  hands  that  the  bill  was  an  innovation,  and  every  inno-  'r<*w°^" 
ration  ought  to  be  grounded  on  an  eftabliihed  neceffity  :  no 
foch  neceffity  had  in  the  prefent  cafe  been  eflabliflied,  and 
Air  for  the  heft  reafon,  becaufe  no  fuch  neceffity  exifted. 
Fbe  deficiency  in  the  pro<luce  had  arifen  in  confequence  of 
liaudsy  but  the  profecutions,  a  year  ago,  had  greatly  redu- 
led  the  deficiency,  and  almoft  entirely  cured  the  frauds; 
1»  informations  lately  made  being  comparatively  very  few 
odeed.  The  meflengers  of  the  Treafury  and  Admiralty, 
nd  of  the  Secretaries  of  Staters  offices,  travelled  much, 
md  they  were  the  proper  perfons  to  give  the  informations, 
irhenever  they  were  witnefles  of  fraud  and  impofition.  If 
hf  did  their  duty,  there  could  he  no  occafion  for  farming; 
lie  tax,  which  certainly  was  a  bad  precedent. 

Tilt  Houfe  divided, 

Ayes  162     —    Noes  95    —    Majority  67. 

The  Houfe  aci^ourned. 

Hurfdajy  3^  May, 
No  material  debate  occurred. 

Fridajy  J^h  May. 

The  following  petition  was  prefented  by  Mr.  Sheriff  Hig» 
{ins: 

To  the  honourable  Houfe  of  Commons,  &c. 

^  The  bumble  Petition  of  the  Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen  and 
<<  Common  Council,  &c* 
«  fihewetb, 
•*  That  the  great  advance  in  the  price  of  meat  and  other 
provifions  of  late  years,  by  diftreffing  the  middling  and 
lower  claffes  of  people,  has  a  tendency,  in  the  apprehea- 
V0L.XXIL  Kk  ^^^o^ 
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^^  fion  of  your  petitioners,  immediately  to  injure|  and  at 
"  length  to  deftroy,  the  manufa6lures  and  conaraerce  of  the 
f^  kingdom.  ' 

"  I'hat  your  petitioners  are  advifed  and  believe,  that  fucl| 
*^  advance  has  been  partly  qccafioned,  and  is  likely  to  m- 
*^  creafe,  by  the  repeal  in  the  12th  year  of  His  prefent 
5*  Majefty  of  moft  of  the  laws  which  the  wifdom  andexr 
^*  pefience  of  our  anceftors  had  found  neceflary  to  prevent 
5*  foreftalling  and  regrating  of  cattle  and  pther  articles  of ' 
**  provifion. 

"  That  your  petitioners  apprehend  the  fa  id  evil  may  in 
*^  fome  degree  be  removed  by  reviving  to  a  proper  extent 
y  the  laws  againft  foreftalling  and  regrating,  and  by  afccr: 
<'  taining  licenfmg  and  regulating  the  perfops  employee}  ^ 
*^  falefmen  or  fadtors  in  cattle  and  other  provifions.    ' 

*'  That  your  petitioners  have  entered  into  a  very  fcriou§ 
*'  inq^uiry  of  the  caufes  of  the  fajd  evil,  which,  from  the 
*'  importance  of  the  fubjedl,  has 'occupied  their  attentioa 
*^  for  a  great  length  of  time,  and  has  prevented  their  pre* 
*^  fenting  a  petiti6n  within  the  time  limited  by  this  hofiour- 
f^  able  Houfe  for  prefenting  petitions  for  private  bills. 

**  Your  petitioners  humbly  pray  that  leave  may  be  givfio 
"  to  bring  in  a  bill  or  bills  to  prevent  foreftalling  and  nj- 
5^  grating,  and  iijr  licenfirig  falefmfen,  faftors,  and  others 
^'  employed  in  the  fale  of  cattle  or  other  provifions,  h 
**  fuch  manner  as  to  the  \yifdpm  of  the  honourable  Houfe 
f^fhallfeem  meet," 

The  previous  petition  was  the  fame  with  the  addition  ixf 

,  the  prayer,  that  tbsy  may  he  permitted  to  prefent  'a  petitioHj  Sep* 

It  V7as  moved  that  it  fhould  be  received,  and  ordered  tq 

lie  upon  the  table. 

Mr.  Demp-  .    Mr.  Dempjler  reprefented  this  as  needlef§;  and  regarded 

A?"^*    '        it  as  an  infringement  upon  the  right  of  members  to  mofC 

for  the  pafliiig  or  repealing  of  any  aft. 
Mr.  Vyncr.      M^*  Vyner  oljferved,  that  the  petition  came  too  late  in  the 
'    fefllon  to  admit  of  hopes  of  the  relief  defired  in  th§  cpurfc 
of  the  prefent  year. 
Sir  Watkin      Sir  JVatkm  Lewes  contended  for  the  propriety,  and  Wif' 
JLcwes.        ^i^e  urgent  neceflity  of  receiving  it. 

Mr.  Dcmp-      Mx.  Dempjief  again  declared,  that  he  confidered  its  prfl- 
Acft  fentation  as  an  infringement  of  the  privileges  of  tliQ  meni- 

bers  of  the  Houfe ;  arid  added,  that  the  time  flated  for  re- 
ceiving private  petitions  was  clapfed. — It  vyas,  however,  at 

length  received.  -    ' 

As  foon  as  the  Chancellor  of  thq  Exchequer  caipQ  ijittf 
the  Houfe,  '        -    • 

^aoN^wd-     ^^'  Alderman  Newnham  rofe,  and  addrefled  the  Chair  iif 
J^Mia.         thp  following  words;  ' 
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«  SIR, 

"  I  am  extremely  happy  that  the  motion  which  I  was  to 
have  had  the  honour  of  making  this  day,  'is  now  no  longer 
oeceflary;  and  it  is  with  the  moft  fincere  and  heart-felt 
fatisfaftion  that  I  inform  tlie  Houfe,  th»\t  I  decline  bring- 
ing it  forward"  *. 

Mr. 

'  Ottr  readers  will  probably  approve,  as  it  is  not  unconne£led  with 
debate,  of  the  infertion  of  the  follewing  : 

raiive  of  the  late  tranJaBlon  rcfpeSirtg  the  hufmejs  of  ihc  Vriuce 
of  \Vaie9. 

)n  Sunday  the  ifth,  or  Monday  the  joth  of  April,  an  intimation 
given  at  Cumberland- houfe,  that  if  the  Prince  had  no  objc6\ion, 

Dondas  would  be  glad  to  have  an  interview  with  his  Royal  Iligh- 
.  On  this  being  communicated  to  the  Prince,  he  fcnt  back  word 
'at  ready  to  fee  him  whenever  he  ihouKl  call  at  Carlton  houfc.  Ac^ 
ingly,  on  Wednefday  the  ad  of  May,  late  in  the  evening,  Mr. 
das  had  a  long  general  convcrfation  with  the  Prince,  wliich  ended 

Mr.  Dundas's  requefting  that  the  prince  would  permit  Mr.  Pitt 
(elf  to  wait  upon  him.  To  that  his  Royal  Highncfs  aflfentcd  ; 
Mr.  Pitt,  in  conformity,  was  with  the  Prince  at  Carlton  houfc  the 

day  (Thurfday)  for  more  than  two  hours :  in  this  long  convcr- 
Bf  the  Prince  dated  all  his  circumftances  fully  to  Mr.  Pitt,  who 

promifed  to  lay  the  fame  before  His  Majcfty,  and  to  return  art 
rer  as  fpeedily  as  polTible. 

Ir.  Pitt  from  thence  went  inrunediatcly  to  the  King,  and  the  fame 
ling  a  Cabinet  Council  was  held  at  nine  o'clock,  which  fat  until 
sight;  when  an  anfwer  in  writing,  by  His  Majefly's  command, 
difpalched  by  Mr.  Pitt  to  the  Prince,  informing  him  in  general 
IS,  that  in  cafe  his  Royal  Highnefs  thought  proper  to  withdraw  the 
ion  intended  to  be  made  the  next  day  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons^ 
J  thing  fliould  be  fettled  to  his  Royal  Highnefs*s  fatisfa£lion.— 
eeabiy  to  this,  the  motion  was  the  next  day  (Friday)  withdrawn 
Uderman  Newnham,  as  being  no  longer  neceflary,  after  which,  to 
nHni^e  furprite  of  the  Houle,  the  Minifler  rofc  up  in  his  place^ 
faid,  that  he  could  not  fee,  for  his  own  part,  that  the  motion  was 

either  more  or  lefs  neceflary,  than  it  ever  had  been;  and  addtd, 
infwer  to  Mr.  Rolle's  queftion)  that  no  terms  of  any  kind  were  fct- 

but  that  matters  remained  in  ftatu  quo. 
his  proceeding  being  related  to  the  Prince,  his  Royal  Highncfs> 
fame  night,  wrote  a  letter  with  his  own  hand  to  Mr.   Pitt,  re- 
tog  aa  immediate  explanation  of  his  extraordinary  fpcech  delivered 
day  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

[r.  Pitt,  in  anfwer,  requefted  leave  again  to  wait  upon  his  Royal 
inefs.  Accordingly  the  Minifter  went  on  Saturday  at  noon  to 
ton  houfe,  and  had  .another  long  conference  with  the  Prince,  in 
:h  his  Royal  Highnefs  (in  order  to  prevent  any  more  miftakes)  gave 
fr.  Pitt,  in  writing,  his  propofals,  which  were  in  fubftance,  viz. 
t-  The  Prince  of  Wales  to  have  his  debts  paid  off,  in  part  at 

Kkz  tdly. 
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•.Drake  Mr.  Drake  remarked,  that  as  he  was  one  who  had  joined 
his  feeble  voice  [as  Mr.  Drake  poflefles  a  moft  powerfiil 
voice  and  always  fpeaks  uncomniionly  loud,  there  was  an 
univerfal  roar  of  laughter]  a  voice,  he  faid,  undoubtedly, 
not  feeble  by  nature,  but  mbjl  feeble  when  weighed  with  the 
little  importance  of  the  perfon  who  pofleffed  it.  He  had 
joined,  however,  his  hearty  voice  to  thofe  moft  refpeflabic  [^ 
men  who  had  endeavoured  to  perfuade  the  honourable  al-  c 
derman  to  defifl  from  his  purpofe,  and  his  motive  for  fo 
doing  had  been  a  lincere  wifti  to  footh  and  not  to  irri- 
tate^ to  calm  and  not  to  difturb,  to  heal  and  not  to  wound, 
where  he  wifhed  the  moft  perfeft  harmony  and  happinefs  al- 
ways to  prevail.  He  declared  his  unfeigned  joy  at  having 
heard  that  the  motion  was  not  to  be  made,  and  obferved, 
that  it  muft  fill  with  gladnefs  every  heart  which  felt  (as  it 
ought  to  feel)  a  due  refpedl  for  parental  authority  and  filial 
duty  and  obedience,  and  a  proper  fenfe  of  the  honour  of 
that  Houfe  and  of  the  country.  The  time  which  threatened 
fo  much  evil  was  paffed,  and  he  trufted  for  ever  pafted,  and 
that  they  fhould  never  find  any  branch  of  the  Royal  Fa- 
mily ftanding  forward  in  that  Houfe  againft  the  Sovereign, 

idly.  To  have  a  fum  granted  fufHqient  to  Hnifli  Carlton-houfe. 

^diy.  To  have  fuch  moderate  increafe  made  to  his  annual  inconu^ 
as  may  be  fufficicnt  to  prevent  his  running  in  debt  in  future. 

With  thefe  propofitions  Mr.  Pitt  took  his  leave,  and  on  Sunday  dil* 
patched  them  by  a  fpecial  meffengcr  to  Windfor  to  the  King  ;  Mrho  oa 
Monday  lad  returned  his  anfwer  figned  in  form  by  His  Majeily's  own 
hand. 

This  anfwer  was  on  the  fame  day  (Monday)  delivered  by  Mr.  Pitt  to 
the  Prince  at  Carlton  Houfe,  and  is  nearly  to  the  following  efi*e£l:y  Tix* 

I  ft.  That  Hi»  Majcfty  was  glad  to  find  the  Prince  of  Walei  ready 
to  fubmit  his  accounts  to  infpe£lion. 

adly.  That  it  would  be  neceflary  for  the  Prince,  not  only  to  afccr- 
tain  the  whole  amount  of  his  debts,  but  alfo  the  particulars  thereof, 
with  an  exa£i:  account  how  each  debt  was  incurred. 

3dly.  That  the  Prince  fhall  engage  not  to  run  in  debt  in  futurew 

4thly*  That  upon  the  fpecifications  above  required,  would  depend 
His  Majcfty 's  determining  upon  whether  he  ihould  agree  to  the  pay* 
inent  of  the  whole,  or  any  part  of  the  Prince  of  Wales's  debts. 

5thly.  That  His  Majcfty  cannot  think  any  increafe  of  income  ne* 
cefTary,  fo  long  as  the  Prince  of  Wales  fhall  remain  unmarried.  Thif 
anfwer  cannot  be  fuppofed  to  have  been  in  any  way  fatisfa^ory  to  thtf 
Prince  of  Wales. 

.  However,  nothing  was  faid  upon  the  buHnefs  in  the  Houfe  either  oa 
Monday  or  Tuefday,  and  nothing  on  thofe  days  was  done  farther  that 
that  the  Prince  on  Tuefday  fent  his  Commilli oners,  Colonels  Lake 
and  Hulfe,  with  Mr.  Lyte,  his  Treafurer,  to  Mr.  Pitt,  with  lU  his 
accounts^  '&c.  &c.  for  the  infpe6lion  and  the  information  of  His  Ma*i 
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litigant  and  hoftile.    Mn  Drake  profefled  his  loyalty  and 
attachment  to  his  Sovereign^L  the  love  x>f  whofe  people  for 
hit  royal  perfon  had,  he  Taid,  on  a  late  aiSefting  occa(ion» 
been  manifefted  in  a  way  the  moft  evident  and  univerfally 
diftinguifliing :  he  declared  his  anxious  wifhes  that  His  Ma- 
jefty  might  continue  to  reign  over  a  great,  a  loyal,  and  an 
united  people,  till  the  utmoft  period  of  humanity,  and  that 
when  by  a  courfe  of  nature  his  fucceflbr  fhould  mount  his 
throne,  he  might  copy  the  pious  example  of  his  Royal  Fa- 
ther, and  by  the  fame  purity  of  manners,  and  by  the  fame 
even  tenor  of  condudt,  render  himfelf  equally  the  obje£t  of 
his  people's  love,  refpeA,  and  reverence.    He  fpoke  of  Her 
Majefty  in  terms  of  enthufiaftic  efteem  and  admiration,  and 
,after  a  yariety  of  expreffions  of  fatisfadlion  in  what  he  Ailed 
the  funjhifu  of  the  day^,   from   the  happinefs   of  the  event 
which  had  occurred,  he  thanked  the  Houfe  for  their  indul- 
gence,   and  declared  that  the  warmth  of  his  feelings  had 
impelled  him  to  deliver  the  few  things  which  occurred  to 
him  in  a  very  difarranged  and  unconne&ed  flyle,  but  the 
exceffive  gladnefs  of  his  heart  was  fuperior  to  eloquence, 
and  the  pleafantnefs  of  his  fenfations  almoft  deprived  him  of 
the  power  of  uttering  his  fentiments  intelligibly. 

Mn  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  he  belived  he  need  not  Mr. 
fay  how  heartily  he  concurred  in  the  joy  which  the  honour-  ^^^^ 
able  gentleman  exprefled,  and  which  he  was  convinced  that 
every  gentleman  felt  in  common  with  him,  at  finding  that 
the  honourable  magiflrate  had  at  lafl  difcovered,  that  in 
confequence  of  ileps  very  recently  purfued  by  his  Royal 
Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  the  meafure  which  he  had 
undertaken  was  unneceiTary ;  a  meafure  which  he  was  con- 
vinced none  of  thofe  gentlemen  who  intended  to  fupport  it, 
would  have  fupported,  if  they  had  not  been  convinced  of 
its  neceffityi  but  which  thofe  who  intended  to  oppofe  it, 
were  equally  convinced  was  not  necefTary.  He  could  not  for 
his  own  part  avoid  declaring,  that  as  he  had  all  along  con- 
fidered  it  to  be  unneceiTary,  fo  he  did  not  now  fee  that  it 
was  more  fo  than  at  the  time  when  the  notice  was  given  ; 
but  he  was  extremely  happy  to  find  that  the  honourable  al- 
dennan  and  he  were  at  lafl  of  the  fame  opinion  upon  the 
fubje£t. 

Mr.  RolU  declared,  that  he  was  extremely  glad  to  find,  Mr 
that  a  motion  which  could  not  be  difcufled  without  infinite 
mifchief  to  the  country,  was  withdrawn.  What  the  terms 
were  upon  which  the  difiTerence  had  been  compromifed, 
was  an  entire  fecret  to  him ;  but  if  it  fhould  hereafter  ap- 
pear that  any  concelfions  had  been  made  humiliating  to  the 
country^  or  difhonourable  in  themfelves,  he  would  be  the 
firft  man  to  iland  up  in  that  Houfe,  and  ftigmatiz«  them  as 
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they  deferved.     He  hoped,  however,  that  this  Was  not  th< 
cafe,  and  he  finceieJy  rejoiced  that  the  motion  was  with- 
drawn. 
.Fox.         Mr.  Fox  remarked,  that  he  trufted  nothing  would  occur  to 
dJrturb  the  unanimity  which  every  man  muft  wifh  (honld 
di/linguifh  their  condu£t  on  an  occaCon  in  which. all  maft 
feel  the  higheft  fatisfadlion,  and  he  would  certainly  take  car^ 
that  nothing  which  he  faid,  /hould  canfe  the  difcuflion  of  a 
fuhje(5l  which  had  much  better  remain  as  it  was;  but  it  wai 
incumbent  upon  him  to  declare,  that  he  was  then,  as  much 
as  he  ever  had  been,  convinced,  that  the  motion  had  been  ne- 
ceffaiy,  as  much  foas  he  was  at  that  moment  convinced  that 
it  was  no  longer  neceffary.     Mr.  Fox  added,  that  it  would 
remain  to  be  I'cen  by  fome  fubftantial  a£ls,  whether  the  mo- 
tion had  been  neceffary  or  not. 
r.  Oian-       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  he  was  equally  averfe 
iWPut.  ^jjj^  ^j^g  fight  honourable  gentleman  from  faying  any  thing 
which  might  lead  to  a  difcufSon  of  the  fubjeft,  but  he  mult 
declare  that  he  knew  of  nothing  which  could  make  the  mo- 
tion lei's  neceflary  now  than  it  had  ever  been;  for  nothing  had 
.   taken  place  which  might  not  have  been  brought  about,  with- 
out any  fuch  interference  as  that  which  had  been  reforted  to. 
As  to  what  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Rolle)  had  faid, 
of  terms  and  conditions,  he  knew  of  none  which  had  been 
made;  and  with  refpe£l  to  fubftantial  a£lions  to  which  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  alluded,  there  was  nothing 
could  be  done  on  one  part,  except  in  confequence  of  certain 
fteps  to  be  previoufly  taken  on  the  other. 
.  Rollc       Mr.  Rolle  declared,  that  he  felt  the  greateft  loyalty  for  hi-. 
Sovereign,  and  for  every  part  of  the  Royal  Family,  whom 
he  fliould  ever  wi(h  to  fee  Supported  with  a  dignity  becoming 
their  rank,  and  becoming  the  charafter  of  the  country;  but 
his  feelings  went  not  to  the  individuals;  he  had  no  perfonal 
favour  to  look  for,  or  expeft,  and  he  wiihed  his  future  ani- 
ons to  be  the  teft  of  his  conduft.     With  regard  to  what  he 
mrght  do  in  refpedl  to  the  fubjeit  under  con fi deration,  he 
ifiood  there  in  a  public  chara£ler  as  a  member  of  parliamcnti 
having  a  public  duty  to  difcbarge;  and  therefore  he  muft  re- 
peat, that  if  it  ftiould  hereafter  appear  that  the  terms  of  thi 
compromifehad  been  humiliating  or  diflionourable,  he  fhould 
hold  it  incumbent  upon  him  to  declare  that  they  were  fd^ 
without  at  all  confidering  whom  it  might  afftrft. 
Chan-       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  begged  leave  to  affure  the  honoufaUs 
»r  Pitt,   gentleman,  that  no  perfon  could  entertain  a  doubt  of  his  being 
actuated  by  motives  the  moft  pure  and  loyal  that  any  gentleman 
could  feel.    It  was  a  fubjedt  on  which  he  hoped  and  believed  no 
gentleman  could  aft  on  motives  of  a  different  nature.     As  to 
any  apprehcnfions  of  diflionourable  concei&ons  haring  beeft 
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fDade,  there  were  no  conceilions  of  any  fort  made  on  the  part 
of  that  perfon,  who  was  the  higheft  and  moA  dininguifhed  aU 
luded  to  on  theprefent  occafion,  the  condc^t  whicli  that  per- 
foa  had  piirfued,  was  uniform  and  confiftcnt  throughout,  and 
he  had  not,  iaany  one  inAance,  departed  /rom  thofe  princi- 
^  pies  which  had  all  along  influenced  his  proceedings. 
I      Mr,  jFijf  obferved,  that  he  had  faid  noihiiifj;  about  terms,  Mr,r« 
and  that  he  thought  the  mention   of  any  thing  like  terms 
highly  improper,  and  as  objedionable  as  the  right  honourable 
g^tleoian.  could  poilibly  think  it  himfelf;   but   as  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  thought  proper  to  fay,  tliat  the 
iPOhdu£l  of  one  party  had  been  uniform  and  confident,  it  be- 
^mc  his  duty  to  declare,  that  the  ccndudt  of  the  other  party 
^uded  to  had  been  equally  uniform,  and  that  the  moll  clear 
ind  explicit  declaration   had  been   made  to  explain,  that  no- 
thing but  what  was  moft  relpeclful  and  moft  proper  had  ever 
teen  intended.     It  was  therefore  to  be  hoped,  that  both  par- 
ties, by  fteadily  purfuing  their  feparate  and  dkftindl  lines  of 
podud,  would  meet  at  laft,  and  when  the  diA'erence  which 
had  prevailed  fhould  be  found  to  have  arifen  merely  from  a 
^ifundjer (landing,  that  a  complete  reconciliation  would  take 
place. 
,    Mr,  Sheridan  remarked,   that  he  did  not  diffent  from  theMr.  shi 
Pght  honourable  gentleman's    wifli,  that   the  converfation  *^*'' 
™uld  not  be  prolonged.     He  did  not,  however,  conceive 
^at  the  neceffity  for  abridging  it,  could  arife-  from  any  ap- 
P^^nfipn  that  it  could   terminate   in   altercation,  or   dif« 
^®iencc  of  opinion. — He  could  not  hut  believe,  that  upon  that 
■^y  there  exifted  but  one  feeling,  and  one  fentiment  in  the 
*Jonfc, — that  of  a  heart-felt  fatisfaflion  at  the  aufpicious 
^nclufion   to    which    the   bufinefs   was    underllood   to  l>e 
**rooght.— :He  would  not  enter  into  the  dillindlions  which 
fhe  right  honourable  gentleman  had  attempted  to  make;— if 
t  was  meant  to  be  infinuated  that  the  merit  of  this  prefumed 
reconciliation  belonging  exclufively  to  His  Majcfty's  Minif- 
ers,  be  itfo. — The  gentlemen  who  were  fuppofed  to  be  ad- 
nitted  to  the  honour  of  His  Royal  Highnefs's  confidence, 
rouldi  coytivince  them  of  their  fincere  anxiety  that  that  end 
hould  be  obtained,  by  waving  every  claim  to  credit,   wjth 
^an}  to  the  means.: — In  truth,  the  meafures  which  had  been 
tdopted,  were  the  refult  of  His  Royal  Highnefs's  own  judge- 
nent,  which  none  but  thofe  who  did  not  know  him,  could  . 
ronfider  as  needing  the  aid  of  any  other  perfon*s  council 
whatever. 

Mr.  Sheridan  wifhed  it  however  to  he  underflood,  that 

hough  His  Royal  Highnefs  felt  the  mofl  perfedl  fatisfadlion 

It  the  profpe£i:  before  him,  in  which  he  was  convinced  that 

)^  idea  of  relief  from  pecuniary  embarrailment,  farther  than 

*" itgra- 
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'  it  gratified  the  juft  and  hoaourable  feelings  of  his  royal  mnd 
towards  others,  had  the  leaft  (hare ;  yet  did  he  alfo  defire  it  to  be  \ 
d'f&'mStly  remembered,  that  no  attempt  had  at  any  time  been 
made  to  fcreen  any  part  of  his  condufl,  anions,  or  fituation, 
from  their  view ;  and  that  he  had  even  offered  to  anfwer  him- 
felf  any  queftion  which  could  be  put  to  him.  That  no  fach 
idea  had  been  purfued,  nnd  that  no  fuch  inquiry  had  been 
adopted,  was  a  point  which  did  credit  to  the  decorum,  the 
feelings,  and  the  dignity  of  Parliament;  but  while  His  Royal 
Highnefs's  feelings  had  no  doubt  been  confidered  on  this  oc- 
cafion,  he  muft  take  the  liberty  of  faying,  however  fome  might 
think  it  a  fubordinate  confideration,  that  there  was  another 
perfon  entitled  in  every  delicate  and  honourable  mind  to  the 
fame  attention ; — one  whom  he  would  not  otherwife  venture 
to  defcribe  or  allude  to,  but  by  faying  it  wa^  a  name  which 
malice  or  ignorance  alone  could  attempt  to  injure,  and  whofe 
condu£l  and  chs^rafter  claimed,  and  were  entitled  to  thetnieft 
refpeS. 

The  order  of  the  day  was  read  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve  it- 
felf  into  a  Committee  upon  the  bill,  authoriflng  the  fannii^ 
of  the  tax  on  poft  horfes,  and  upon  the  Speaker's  putting  the 
queftion,  "  that  he  leave  the  chair," 
r.  She-  Mr.  Sheridan  obferved,  that  he  would  not  detain  theHoule^ 
laiu  ^^Q  minutes,  but  as  be  had  happened  to  be  otherwife  engagedi 
and  not  able  to  attend  his  duty  in  that  Houfe,  when  the  bill 
was  laft  debated,  bethought  it  neceflaryto  fay,  that  he  (houtd 
take  the  opportunity  of  delivering  his  fentiments  againft  the 
bill  at  the  next  proper  ftage  of  it:  at  the  third  reading.  For 
the  prefent,  as  he  confidered  the  bill  as  totally  unfit  to  p^ 
he  mould  take  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  againit  the  Speak^ 
Ifeaving  the  chair. 

The  Houfe  accordingly  divided. 

Ayes,  147.  -^  Noes,  lOO. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Mondayy  J  tb  March. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read,  for  the  Houfe  te 
refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  ways  and  moans,  the 
Speaker  left  the  chair,  and  Mr*  Gilbert  took  his  feat  at  the 
table. 
rr.  Chan-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  having  begged  leave  to  embrace  tbi 
iUorPitt.  prefent  opportunity  of  propofing  an  additional  price  on  the 
licenfes  of  retail  dealers  in  fpirits,  added  that  the  Houfe' 
would  recoiled^  that  when  he  firft  mentioned  his  intention  to 
recommend  this  meafure,  which  was  on  his  opening  the  quef- 
tion of  the  French  commercial  treaty,  he  had  flated  twro  rea- 
{on$  )vhich  induced  him  to  adopt  it,  the  one  for  tbe  purpoft 

.  of 


A«  iitp  DEBATES.  ji 

of  making  fome  cqmpenfation  to  counterbalance  any  eveh'* 
tual  lofs  which  the  revenue  might  fuftain  for  the  re Judlion  of 
the  duties  on  fpirits;  and  the  other  to  apply  fome  clieck  to 
the  retailing  of  fpirits  among  the  lower  claffes  o(  people, 
which  might  otherwife  be  too  much  increafed  in  confequence 
of  that  redu£lion,  to  the  great  prejudice  of  the  morale  and 
indttftry  of  the  country. — He  had,  in  the  arranging  thi-*  new 
duty,  endeavoured  to  proportion  it  in  that  manner,  which 
j  had  always  been  followed  by  him  whenever  it  was  applicable 
I   to  the  fubjedl,  by  increafing  it  according  to  the  rate  of  the 
!    circumftances  of  thofe  who  were  to  pay, it.     The  criterion 
which  he  had  in  this  inftance  taken  to  afcertain  that  propor- 
tion, was  one  to  which  he  believed  no  objection  could  be 
made  in  point  of  reafonable  fairnefs  and  accuiacy; — it  was 
the  rent  of  the  Houfe.     He  believed  that  was,  in  general,  an 
•   unerring  guide,  by  which,  to  compute  the  trade  of  a  public 
honfe,  becaufe  the  rent  was  always  fure  to  rite  or  fall  with 
thehufinefs,  which  was  evident  from  the  good-will  of  fuch 
houfes,  which  fignified  the  trade,  being  always  confidered  m 
hargaining either  for  the  rent  or  purchai'es  of  them.     He  pro- 
pofed  to  lay  an  addition  of  2I.  on  every  licenfe  where  the  rent 
of  the  Houfe  did  not  exceed  lol.  per  annum — An  addition  of 
2L  8s.  where  the  rent  exceeded  lol.  and  did  not  pafs  151,  and 
foon  increafing  at  the  rate  of  8s.  for  every  increafe  of  5I.  in 
tiwrent,  up  to  50  per  annum;  but  after  that,  he  fliould  make 
w>4iftin£lion— -fcr,  he  had  learned  from  very  accurate  inqui- 
^^  that  in  houfes  of  a  higher  rent  than  50I.  there  was  rather 
*kfsconfumption  of  fpirits  than  in  lower-rented  houfes. — In 
•rder  that  this  duty  might  fall  lefs  heavily  on  thofe  v\  ho  were 
^o  pay  it,  he  would  propofe,  that  it  Ihould  be  paid  by  inftal- 
^^nts  of  fix  weeks,  which  would  make  eight  payments  in  the 

J  ear,  by  which  means  the  retailer  would  have  to  pay  it  very 
lortly  after  he  had  himfelf  received  it  from  his  cullomers; 
^d  thus  the  feveral  payments  from  the  loweft  clafs  of  houfes 
Would  be  but  5s.  each,  which  would  prove  fo  trifling,  that 
U  could  hardly  be  felt.  The  method  of  colledling  it,  was  to 
be  by  the  excife  oflScers  in  their  rounds.  The  whole  amount 
of  the  addition  which  he  exp jfted  would  arife  to  the  revenue 
from  this  meafure,  he  eflimated  at  about  8o,oool. 

He  then  moved  that  an  additional  duty  of  2I.  fhould  be 
paid  for  a  licence  to  retail  fpirits  in  any  houfe,  the  rent  of 
which  did  not  exceed  lol.  per  annum. 

Mr.  Alderman  Hammet  declared,  that  he  fliould  always 
objedV  to  perfonal  taxes,  as  of  a  nature  invidious  and  uncon-  ^[*'•  '^^ 
fiitutionaL  He  had  before  ftated  his  objedions  to  taxes 
which  went  to  fmgle  out  particular  defcriptions  of  men,  and 
lulefs  it  was  not  pofilble  to  raife  the  money  in  any  other  wav, 
Yov.  XXII^  L 1  lie 
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he  fliould  ftil!  objeft  to  fuch  a  tax  as  repugnant  to  the  prioh 
ciples  and  fpirit  of  the  Britifli  Government. 
.  The  ■ :.  nfe  having  refolved  itlelf  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  Houle,  Mr.  Rofe  in  the  chair, 
tllio^Pin        ^^^'  Chancellor  Pitt  obfcrved,  that  as  there  moft  be  many 
im|)orreisof  wine,  wiio  would  neceflarily  have  aconAderable 
ftork  on  hand,  after  the  redu£Vion  of  the  duty  was  to  tak^ 
place,  and  as  it  had  been  underftood  by  them  that  an  allow* 
ance  UiouKi  be  made,  he  fliould  propofe  a  drawback  in  pro. 
portion  to  the  difference  between  the  old  and  new  duty  to  be 
paiil  fo"  4II  wine  on  hand  above  one  ton— the  quantity  to  be 
alccrtained  between  the  8th  and  15th  of  this  prelcnt  month. 
Ine  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  concluded  with  moy- 

"  That  there  (hall  be  paid  to  fuch  dealers  as  fhall  have  in 
•*  their  pofleffion  any  quantity  of  wine  exceeding  252  gal- 
*'  Ions,  between  the  9th  and  i5ih  of  May,  a  fum  equal  to 
*^  the  difference  of  the  duties  which  have  been  paid  on  the 
**  importation  of  fuch  wines,  and  the  duties  which  fhouU  be 
•«  pnyaMe  after  the  loth  o\  May  1787." 

Mr.  M^'dley  ftated  a  cafe  of  the  diflGculty  of  removii^ 
wines  iinder  the  late  aft. 

Mr.  Dcmp-  ]\|j.^  Dcmpjier  afked  if  the'  drawback  extended  to  per- 
fons  h.iving  more  than  a  ton  of  wine  in  bottles,  as  well  ai 
in  c.iflv? 

«llor^Pi«/  '^^'  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  it  did;  and  that  a  tori 
was  taken  to  be  a  criterion  to  decide  who  ought  to  be  intitled 
to  the  drawback,  becaufe  it  was  fair  to  fuppofe,  that  thofe  who 
had  lefs  wine  by  tht  m  than  a  ton,  were  not  importers,  ani 
iiTjporters  were  the  defcription  of  dealers  in  wine  bed  entitled 
to   relief. 

Mr.  Rofc.  Mr.  Rofe  (who  was  chairmnn  of  the  Committee)  'obfervcd,' 
that  no  motion  could  be  made  which  did  not  come  withiH 
the  direft  purpofes  for  which  the  Committee  fat,  norunlcft 
fuch  a  niAtte;  had  been  grounded  on  fome  paper  referred  to. 
the  Committee's  confideration.  ' 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Chan-  Mi  Chancellor  Pitt  moved,  that  a  fum  of  about  I3,CXX>1. 
be  ^^rnnud  «ovvards  the' com  pen  fat  ion  of  fuch  of  the  fottlets  of 
Ea:i  Florida  as  had  fufFered  by  the  ccffisn  of  that  province 
to  :he  crown  of  Spain,  and  whofe  loffes  had  been  afcertainel 
and  dttf-rmined  tiy  the  Con » mi ffi oners  appomted  for  that  par* 
I>oftf.  7'his  ^um  would  be  40  per  cent,  on  the  whole  fuoii 
wh'.-h  weuld  put  thofe  perfons  on  a  focting  with  the  Ameri* 
can  ''W  n-.Ils. 

Mr.  Dcmp-      ^UiDimp/kr  exprrffed  his  diflalisfaflion  at   the  exdufioo 

*^'^'""  of  the  leirleis  of  Weil  Morida  from  the  fame  indulgence  al 

that  which  was  to  be  extended  to  thofe  of  Eail  Florida,  wh^ 

befidef 


. .  A.  I787,  DEBATES, 

befides  the  misfortune  of  having  ohfervedy  and  indeed  felt 
their  country  converted  into  a  icene  of  war — had  alio  equally 
fuffered  with  the  other  perfons,  hy  a  Amilar  ceffion  at  tht^  con- 
cluiion  of  the  peace;  and  had  greater  merit  from  the  re- 
fiflance  which  they  made  when  actacked,  although  tliat  re- 
fiftance  was  ineffectual  in  confequcnce  of  tlic  lu|H:rior  force  of 
the  enemy. 

Mr  Chancellor  Pi//  anfwered,  thatEift  Florida  alone  had ^j^^J 
been  ceded  to  Spain  at  the  p  ace.  Welt  Florida  had  fallen 
into  the  hands  of  that  power ,  during  the  war,  by  conaueli, 
and  was  only  confirmed  to  them  at  the  peace.  He  faid  that 
1  Weft  Florida  having  been  conquered,  there  could  be  no  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  inhabitants  were  entitled  to  compenlation 
for  their  lofles  which  would  not  equally  apply  to  perfuns  whole 
.fliips  fhould  have  been  captured  by  the  enem.,  or  who 
,  ihould  have  fuiFered  in  any  other  manner  in  conlequence  of 
a  war. 

Mi.  Dimpfter  replied,  that  he  muft  ftill  contend  that  the  |^J^-  " 
people  of  Well  Florida  were  hardly  and  unjuftly  treated. 

Mr.  W.  Grenville  moved  "that  the  Houfe  relolve  iMelf 
.••  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  to  take  the  trade  and 
**  commerce  of  the  country  into  conhderation."  1  he  motion 
having  been  agreed  to, 

Mfm^Grenvil/e  ftated  to  the  Committee,  that  the  opening  Vj-^ 
.free  ports  in  two  of  our  Weft  India  lllands  was  a  mealuie 
which  had  been  adopted  fo  long  ago  as  the  year  171*6,  and 
'^ntinued  fince  un<W  various  ads  of  parliament.  [11  1766 
ibur  free  ports  had  been  opened  in  the  iiland  of  Jamaica,  arid 
^wo  in  that  .of  Dominica.  During  the  war,  the  bill  autho« 
.fifing  the  two  free  ports  in  the  llland  of  Dominica  had  l)een 
^fuflfered  to  expire,  and  the  bill  authorillng  the  four  tree  ports 
in. the  ifliTnd  of  Jamaica  would  expire  in  thecourfe  of  theen- 
fuing.year.  He  meant,  therefore,  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  autho- 
lize  the  continuance  of  four  free  ports  in  the  ifland  of  Ja- 
maica, and  the  opening  a  free  port  in  the  ifland  of  Dominica, 
and  in  feveral  other  Weft  India  Ifl  mds.  Mr.  (jrenvillc  aJilcd 
that  experience  had  proved  the  opening  of  free  ports  in  Ja- 
maica and  Dominica  to  have  been  a  wile  meafure,  and  a  mea« 
fure  highly  beneficial  to  trade  and  commence,  but  at  the  fame 
lime,  it  was  intended  to  put  the  free  ports  under  certain  ne- 
ceflary  regulations  and  rellridions  for  the  future.  He  made 
a  motion  tor  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  purpofe. 

Mr.  Burke  remarked,  that  he  well  remembered  the  nature  Mr.  B 
and  turn  of  the  debate,  when  the  meaiure  haH  been  originally 
propofed.  At  that  time  the  late  Mr.  Alderman  Beckford  vio- 
lently oppofed  it,  declaring,  that  the  opening  of  free  ports 
vould  ruin  our  Weft  India  trade  completely,  and  be  attended 
irith  in^nite  mifghief,  but  the  worthy  M^giftrate  bad  at  lad 

h\  Z  dropped 
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dropped  his  oppolitiun,  with  infilling  that  the  Ifland  of  Ja* 
jnaica  fhould  have  its  fliare  of  the  mifchief  which  hehadde- 
prec.ited,  and  thence  it  was,  that  four  free  ports  were  opened 
in  ihat  ifland.  In  a  fliort  time  there  was  fcarceJy  an  ifland  ia 
the  Weft  Indies  which  did  not  become  a  petitioaer  for  being 
admitted  a  fharer  in  the  faid  mifchief,  as  it  was  obvious  that 
a  free  port  would  prove  highly  advantageous  to  the  ifland 
where  fuch  a  port  was  fituated.  Mr,  Burke  concluded  with 
expreffing  his  fatisfadtion  that  the  meafure  was  to  be  fuflain- 
ed,  fince  he  was  convinced  that  free  ports  were  a  great  encou* 
lagement  to  trade  and  commerce. 

The  relolution  was  agreed  to;  and  as  foon  as  the  Houfe  was 
refumed,  the  report  was  made,  and  a  hill  ordered  to  be  prepar*- 
ed  an«l  l)n'ijglH  in. 
ord  MuN  Lord  Mu.grave  begged  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
•*vC'  Houle  to  a  matter. of  very  ferious  importance,  although  in  , 
compliance  with  the  forms  and  rules  of  that  Houfe,  it  was 
neceflarily  brought  forward  in  the  ihape  of  a  private  bill* 
He  had  in  his  hand  a  petition,  to  pray  the  Houfe  to  receive 
another  petition- for  leave  to  bring  in  a  private  bill,  althoQgh 
the  time  of  receiving  fuch  petitions  was  expired.  The  (A- 
je6l  of  the  bill  in  queftion  was,  to  fecure  to  the  petitioners 
the  due  obfervance  of  certain  afls  of  parHament  made  to  re- 
gulate the  coal  trade  many  years  fince,  but  which  flatut^s 
were  moft  grofsly  evaded.  He  added,  that  the  late  period 
of  the  feffion,  inftead  of  being  any  argument  againft  the  bill's 
being  brought  in,  ought  to  operate  the  other  way,  fince  tto 
fummer  was  the  feafon  of  the  year  moft  convenient  to  thf 
coal  fliippers,  and  the  parties  at  whole  inftance  he  wifhedto 
prefent  the  petition,  had  expedled  that  the  laws  in  exiftencQ 
would  have  been  fufiicien^  to  have  afforded  them  th^t  protec- 
tion fo  neceflary  to  the  due  and  regular  carrying  on  of  theiip 
^)ufinefs,  or  they  would  have  applied  to  Parliament  earlier, 
r  Mat-  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  obferved  that  he  was  empowered 
Lie^^'^*^*  by  his  conftituents  to  obje<Jl  to  the  bringing  in  a  bill  of  th^t 
nature  at  the  conclufion  of  a  feffion,  and  declared  that  the 
dift'ere!)ces  which  had  lately  prevailed  were  now  nearly  fab- 
fided;  but  that  the  bill,  inftead  of  aflifting  to  quiet  themi 
would  have  a  tendw'.icy  to  create  n^w  animofities  and  new  difr 
ferences. 
>rd  Mul  Lord  Mulgrovr  declared,  that,  when  he  was  in  the  conn- 
try,  two  gentlemen  in  the  trade,  men  of  large  property^ 
fairly  and  honourably  acquired,  and  men  of  moft  refpedlabl^ 
charad^er,  had  been  deputed  to  wait  on  him  from  a  confider^ 
able  number  of  j)erfons  in  the  trade  to  ftate  the  aitual  necefr 
fity  of  fome  parliamen  ry  ftep  being  takcii  to  enforce  the 
ohfervixnct  of  the  ac5ls  f  merly  made,  and  itill  in  force,,  but 
vvhich  were  moft  flumetuUy  eY^dtii  v  ^^^  ^^^^  at  the  time 


ave. 
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urtuai  the  whole  fubjeft  was  candidly  difcufled,  with  temper 
and  with  moderation,  and  by  no  means  with  a  fpirit  of  ani- 
Uiofity.  The  honourable  Baronet,  by  giving  notice  that  the 
bill  would  be  oppoled,  had  gone  farther  than  he  had  done  xa 
opening  the  nature  of  the  application  which  he  was  making; 
bat  he  muft  give  him  leave  to  fay,  that  it  was  only  a  part 
of  the  honourable  Baronet's  conftituents  who  were  adverfc 
to  it.    The  trade  in  general  met  it  with  their  approbation. 

The  petition  was,  on  motion,  brought  up  and  read»  The 
other  petition  was  then  on  motion  received  and  read^  and 
leave  given  to  bring  in  the  bill. 

The  order  of  tlie  day  being  read  for  the  Houfe  refolving 
itfelf  into  a  Commitiee  to  confider  of  the  accounts  from  In- 
(lia,  and  Lord  Frederick  Campbell  having  taken  the  chair, 
j  Mr.  Duiidas  role,  and  obferved,  that  though  the  bufmefs  Wr.  Dona 
towhich  he  meant  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  ap- 
peared to  be  of  a  nature  which  would  take  up  much  of  their 
time,  yet  he  did  not  apprehend  there  was  a  neceflity  of  ta- 
king up  a  large  portion  of  it  during  the  pi;efent  moment. 
He  did  not  mean  to  introduce  any  thing  relating  to  what  had 
been  much  difcuffed,  and  he  hoped  that  no  gcntlerr.an  would 
bring  forward  that  fubjedl  on  the  prefent  occadon.  It  was 
his  anxious  defire  to  lay  before  the  Committee  an  accurate 
ftateof  the  affairs  of  India  as  they  now  were,  and  he  fliould 
mention  them  without  any  favourable  colouring.  There 
was  a  fubjedl  of  much  confolation,  and  he  hoped  to  con- 
vince the  Committee  that  there  exirted  no  reafon  for  defpond- 
ing,  but  that  there  were  the  moft  flattering  profpefts  of  In- 
•  dia  affairs.  By  accounts  laid  before  the  Houfe,  it  appeared 
the  debt' in  India  amounted  to  nine  crore  of  rupees,  or 
9>C)00,oool.  It  was  a  hard  ta(k  to  make  it  appear  more; 
but  he  chofe  to  Hate  it  ftronger  than  any  other  gentleman 
could  do,  arid  at  the  fame  time  to  prove  that  the  refources  of 
the  Company  were  amply  fufficient  for  the  difcharge  of  eve- 
Jy  part  of  that  debt.  He  then  alluded  to  feveral  obferva- 
tions  which  had  been  made  on  Earl  Cornwallis'  letter,  and 
^as  happy  that  there  was  an  inftrument  that  both  parties 
flight  argue  on,  without  doubting  its  authenticity.  His 
Lordfliip  had  fent  home  an  account  of  the  worft  lituation 
of  the  country,  notwithftanding  which,  he  meant  to  give  it 
in  a  more  unfavourable  view,  and  ftill  maintain  his  propod- 
tion.  He  hoped  if  gentleinen  thought  there  was  any  thing 
which-  alluded  to  Mr.  Haftings,  that  they  would  refcrve 
themfelves  until  that  bufinefs  was  before  the  Houfe.  It  had 
been  ftated  as  material  for  the  well-being  of  the  country,  that 
the  affairs  of  India  fhould  be  public  ;  and  he  was  one  who 
had  never  difputed  that  principle.  It  was  a  principle  which 
l^e^ hoped  ever  tonj;Mntaini  not  conceiving  it  pio^^tx\\^\.?^. 
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part  of  the  empire  iTould  be  in  the  receipt  of  a  rerenne  of  J 
5,occ9cool.  and  that  ailembly  not  know  the  difpofition  theie-^i 
of,  nor  that  an  army  of  70,000  or  80,000  men  ihould  beiii  1 
arms,  without  reafons  given  to  that  Uoufe  why  fucb  an  efti-  ; 
bliihment  was  maintained.    The  extent  of  patronaige,  which 
muft   neceflarily  exift,  fhould  alfo   be  ftated  to  the  Hoofe. 
What  he  meant  to  bring  forward  was  the  difburiement,  the 
revenue,  and  the  eilablifhment.     1  he  full  amount  of  the 
debt,   by  Earl  Cornwallis'  letter,  was  about  7,ooo>oooL; 
but  he  would  ftate  it,  by  bringing  it  down  to\iay  i,  178^ 
to    be  nine  crore,   •  7    lack,  6470   rupees,  or  upwards  (f. 

2,000,000  i.  i>y  Lord  Cornwall  is*  letter,  it  appeared  that 
is  Lordfhip,  after  flaring  the  diiburl'ements  and  receipts  of 
the  year,  intended  to  pay  off  one  croie  by  May  1787,  whidi. 
would  take  off  one  million.  Mr.  Dundas  then  made  ieveral 
obfervations  on  the  quick  fiock  of  the  Company,  which  he 
faid  would  difcharge  two  millions  of  pounds  more  ;  but,  not* 
withftanding  thole  redu6tions,  he  would  take  the  debt  at 
9,000,000 1.  He  then  proceeded  intp  a  detail  of  the  rcit* 
nuts,  and  took  the  years  81-2,  80-3,  83-4,  and  84-5,  to 
form  his  average  of  oilculation.  He  ilaied  the  revenues  and 
expenditure  of  Bengal,  Bombay,  and  *\.adrafs,  and  reouni* ' 
ed,  that  in  86-7  a  clear  furplus  of  revenue  exifted,  to  tho 
amount  of  180  lacks,  and  ^hen  in  the  moft  unfavourahk 
period.  The  redtidtion  which  was  to  take  place  in  bothdvH  ' 
and  military  expenditure  would  greatly  increafe  the  forphn; 
and,  if  fuch  was  added  to  the  180  lacks,  he  fhould  have  no 
doubt,  if  it  fell  to  his  lot  next  year,  again  to  ftate  to  the 
Houfe  the  affairs  of  India,  that,  inftead  of  faying  a  fo-. 
plus  of  1 80  lacks  exifted,  that  in  Pengal  alone,  after  paying 
pvery  charge,  there  would  be  a  furplus  of  two  crcres,  two  : 
inillions.  Earl  Cornwallis  obferved  that  it  would  be  necefr  ; 
fary  to  fend  40  lacks  to  Bombay  and  40  to  Madrafs  but  it 
muft  be  remembered  thofe  fums  went  to  the  difcharge  flf . 
debt.  He  ftated  a  furplus  of  eight  lacks  to  be  at  Madraf^ 
which,  added  to  the  furplus  of  180  lacks  at  Bengal,  wooll 
amount  to  188  lacks,  fiom  which  were  to  be  fubftra£ted  jOr 
lacks,  as  what  he  thought  neceffary  for  the  eftablijfhraent  it 
Madrafs,  and  then  there  would  remain  a  neat  furplus  of  15O 
lacks,  after  all  charges  were  paid.  Mr.  Dundas  argued  ott 
the  propriety  of  taking  the  debt  from  India  by  invefthwnti 
to  England,  which  he  thought  the  moft  political  meafnit 
that  could  be  adopted.  But,  before  fuch  a  refolution  wal 
entered  into,  it  would  beneceffnry  to  inquire  concerning  the 
debt  of  the  India  Company  in  England.  He  then  alluded  to 
the  eftimate  cf  the  Court  of  Dire6tors,  by  which  it  appear* 
ed  that  in  1790  there  would  he  a  deficiency  of  500^oooL 
which  deficiency,  he  (aid)  w^  fox  ^xv  oWvwxs^ur^ofe  madoj 
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bat  if  they  had  added  the  fale  of  annuities,  which  they  werS 
by  Parliament  empowered  to  do,  and  which  would   have 
imonnted  to  800,000 1.  there  would  have  been  500(000 1.  to 
anfwer  the  deficiency,  and  they  would  have  been  qualified 
to  pay  300,000!*  claimed  by  Government  for  army  arrears* 
la  the  year  1790,  the  debt  would  amount  to  6,00  ,000  U 
He  then  panegyrized  the  Company  for  their  late  great  at- 
tention to  their  commerce,  which  increafed  day  after  day, 
and  went  into  the  particulars  of  the  India  and  China  trade: 
to  the  latter  place  he  remarked  that  great  inveflments  wem 
neoeflary.     He  formed  an  average  of  Inveftments  from  the 
year  1766  to  the  year   1779,  ^^^  higheft  of  which  did  not 
•fflount  to  more  than  i, 500,0001.     The  furplus  of  the  reve- 
nues was  fufficient  for  the   inveflments,  when  taken  at  the 
{itateft  difadvantage,  being  160  lacks,  or  1,600,000  L     The 
.  nvenues  were  fufficient  to  anfwer  inveflments,  without  a 
fingle  farther  refource  after  every  charge  was  defrayed.     The 
.  Company  had  always  allowed  300,000 1.  worth  of^  merchan- 
Afetb  be  exported  to  aid  the  inveflments,  and  confequently  no 
teafion  would  arife  for  more  than  120  lacks  for  inveilment^ 
ndhe  believed  97  would  be  fuf&cient,  as  from  good  authority 
liB  underftood  that  as  much  inveflment  could  he  gained  for 
tbat  fum  as  was  before  gained  for  the  fum  of  1 50  lacks,  the 
tevenue,  he  doubted  not,  might  he  greatly  increafed ;  but 
When  he  faid  it  might  be  increafed,  he  did  not  wifli  it  to  go 
out  to  the  world  that  he  meant  by  an  addition  on  the  landed 
revenue.     There  was  much  land  uncultivated  in  our  provin- 
eet)  and  if  a  general   fyitem  of  fecurity  were  adopted,  it 
might  allui-e  many  to  take  afylum  under  the  Britifh  govem- 
ment.     The  provinces  belonging  to  the  Britifli  empire  were 
now  the  mofl  flourifhing  of  any  in  all  India,  and  to  the 
good  government  of  India  mufl  this  country  look  for  reve- 
nue*    If  once  it  was  known  to  India  that  a  fecurity  of  land* 
ed  property  was  made  in  our  pofTeflions,  all  the  opprefTed  in 
the  country  of  the  Mahrattas  and  Tippo  Saib  would  much 
increafe  the  population  of  our  provinces.     Though  he  looked 
to  no  increafe  on  land  revenue,  rather  wifhing  that  all  might 
be  allowed  quit  rents,  yet,  from  land,  by  regulations,  and 

E'ving  fecurity  to  landea  property,  it  was  impoffible  to  fail 
gaining  an  increafe  of  the  revenue.  The  next  queflion 
Wzs  the  inveflment  to  China,  and  that  he  contended  might 
idvantageoufly  be  made  from  India.  He  then  quoted  the 
iuthority  of  Mr.  Scott,  a  mofl  eminent  Eafl-lndia  merchantf 
vho  bad  offered  to  anfwer  for  the  inveflment  to  India,  and 
lad  propofed  the  firfl  year  to  increafe  it  400,000 1.  the  fe« 
:ond  to  500,0001.  and  the  third  700,000!.  in  merchandifef 
ihd  from  India  to  carry  on  a  trade  to  China,  and  to  pay  out 
if  the  profits  500,000 1.  into  the  Company's  treafury  at 

Chinat 
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Chilli.'    The  nieafure  was  not  adopted  by  the  Eaft -India 
'     Company,   becaufe  they  were  confident  they  could  execute 
it  themfelves ;  and  it  gave  him  great  pleafure  that  they  were 
perfuadecj  they  could  execute  it.     No  man,  he  (aid.  could 
perfuade  him  but  there  was  a  large  market  opening  in  India 
for  our  exports,  and  the  profits  of  thofe  exports  might  go  to 
advance  the  fale  of  our  manufadlures,  and  graft  thereon  an* 
other  profit  to  China.     The  debts  of  the  India  Company  in 
this  country  would  not  be  paid  before  1790;  it  was  then  to 
be  difcovered  whether  it  would  be  moft  advifeable  to  bring 
the  debt  from  India,  or  pay  it  theie  by  the  furplus  ;  he  was 
decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  debt  fhould  be  brought  home. 
It  would  moft   probably  have  been   invefted  here  by  this 
time,  had  they  not  endeavoured  to  make  too  hard  a  bar- 
gain, by  offering  no  more  than  is.  8d.  for  each  rupee.  Abo?e 
one  million  was  already  accepted  at  thofe  low  terms,  and  he 
doubted  not  but  for  a  trifle  more,  and  to  remain  under  2Si 
the  whole  debt  would  be  accepted,  as  by  fending  home  their 
inveftments  to  their  own  country,  they  ran  no  rilk,  norths 
danger  of  a  foreign  country.     The  furplus  in  India  might 
go  to  inveftments  from  that  payment,  and  the  debt  be  brought 
home  by   way  of  mveftment.     By  the  ftatement,  of  the  fi- 
nances of  India,   he  could  hold    out  to  the  world  that  we 
were  difincumbered ;  that  on  one  hand  we  had  determined  to 
fupport  our  allies,  and  preferve  peace  by  not  attempting  ho- 
ftilities ;  and  on  the  other,    to  defend  ourfelves,  if  any  de- 
fign  of  attacking  our  pofleflions,  or   hoftilely  behaving  to 
us,  ftiould  arife,  we  prefen ted  ourfelves  in  India  as  able  to 
repel  any  attack  ;  we  were  ready  with  a  well-difciplined  ar- 
my of  70  or  80,000  men,  with  a  revenue  of  two  millions 
for  peace  or  for  war,  if  neceflary.     If  the  debt  was  brought 
home  at    5  per  cent,  it  would  all  be  difcharged  in  the  year 
1797,  and  there  would  be  a  furplus  of  42,400!.     A  right 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  had  faid  on  a  former oc- 
cafion,  that  ten  years  peace  in  India  was  too  long  a  period 
to  reckon  on.     He  wiflied  not  to  fhrink  from,  that  aftertion; 
he  was  not  ready  to  admit  that  we  were  moft  likely  to  beat- 
tacked  in  that  quarter;  there  was  nothing  to  tempt  an  ene- 
my to  an  attack ;  there  was  no  profpeft  of  fuccefs  for  any 
power  in    India  ;  there  exifted  a  furplus  of  two  millions  for 
inveftments,  which  he  ftjould  think  prudent  if  a  war  com- 
menced to  flop,  that  the  fum  might  go  to  the  profecution  of 
the  war  with  the  greater  vigour.     L'pon  what  ground  than 
could  any  power  attack  our  Indian  poflefTions  ?  They  would 
have  to  engage  70  or  80,000  men,  with  2,000,000 1.  to  fup- 
port  the  war,  and,  in  cafe  of  need,  another  2,ooo,oool.to 
add  to   it.     Tlie  total  excefs  of  expence  in   the  laft  war 
amounted  to  no  more  ia  one  }ear^  upon  an  average,  thai^ 

two 
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crores  three  lacks,  and  there  was  no  reafon  to  expeA  that 
future  war  xould  be  more  expenfivej  for  then  we  had 
ndia,  America,  and  Europe  to  fight  againft,  and  the 
us  of  the  revenue  would  be  fufficient  for  any  future  war« 
vas  as  ai)xiousas  any  man  not  to  provoke  hoftilities  from 
country ;  but,  if  we  were  provoked,  he  felt  a  pride  for 
:ountry  to  fay,  that  we  were  fully  able  to  repel  ;iny  at«* 
t  fet  It  come  from  what  quarter  it  mirht.  If  a  wnr 
Id  happen,  and  there  was  to  be  no  furplus  from  India, 
3!hina  trade  would  prove  fufficient  for  every  inveftmftni, 
ly  a  dividend  of  eight  per  cent,  to  the  Proprietors  of  £aft-> 
I  ftock,  and  the  intercft  of  the  whole  of  the  debt.  The 
-tf  of  the  India  Company  were  fuch  as  not  to  caufe  fears 
le  minds  of  the  moft  timorous.  If  the  poITeffions  in  In- 
here properly  confidered  as  they  ought  to  be,  as  the 
iteft Jewel  in  the  Britlih  diadem,  regulations  fhould  be 
ted  for  the  good  government  of  the  country.  The  prc- 
meafure  would  be  a  check  upon  all  future  governments 
lat  country,  and  by  reports  bein?  made  every  year,  that 
fe- would  UDW  every  increafe  of  eflahlifhment,  and  be 
immediately  to  bring  fuch  Governor  to  an  account  for 

eftablifhment.  The  patronage  of  the  Eaft  ought  to 
ridHy  watched  over  with  a  jealous  eye ;  and  unlets  that 
fe  fo  watched  it,  they  would  not  do  judice  to  their 
ituents.  Mr.  Dundas  then  concluded  by  moving  feve- 
sfolutions,  all  ftating  the  particulars  of  the  finances  of 
Company.  On  the  queflion  being  put  on  the  firft  re- 
ion,  *'  That  it  appears  to  the  Committee  that  the  debt 
'  the  Company  amounts  to  nine  crores  1 7  lacks  and  6470 
peesj" 

[r.  Franeh  having  taken  notice  of  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Fra 
Dundas  had  deprecated  all  perfonal  allufion,  declared  ^i^*- 
itention  to  follow  the  learned  and  right  honourable  gen- 
iiCi  advice.  That  day  had  been  proinifed,  he  obferved, 
e  i,  proud  ^ay';  but  the  right  honourable  and  learned 
[eman  hald /^hanged  his  tone,  and,  inftead  of  pride  and 
oph,  he  hbd  talked  of  confolation  and  promife.  One  of 
rQnfoIations  t^at  he  had  found  in  the  affairs  of  the  In- 
Company  was,  tnat  they  were  nine  millions  in  debt  in 
;al,  which  was  ^ftating  the  Bengal  debt  much   higher 

hi  (Mr.  Francis)  had  ever  heard  it  ftated.  Another 
ilation  was,  that  thirty  lacks  of  rupees  were  to  be  fent 

Bengal  to  Bombay,  though  feventeen  lacks  were  all 
liad  been  ufed-to  be  fent  there,  and  the  Mahratta  war 
bq;un  exprefsly  on  the  plea  that  obtaining  feme  terri- 
OD  the  Malabar  coaft  would  yield  a  revenue,  and  that 
would  render  all  farther  fupply  to  Bombay  from  Bengal 
fnovit  and  unneceflary.  Mr.  Francis  contended,  that 
DLt  XXII»  M  m  t]tvfti% 
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titers  WiU  no  furplos  of  the  revcDues  of  Bengal,  but  on  the 
contrary  a  coniiderable  excefs  of  expenditure :  this  he  main- 
ttiinediVppeared  evidently  on  the  face  of  the  accounts  upon 
yibe  table.     But  if  there  bad  been  a  furplus,  to  adopt  the 
•  propofition  pf  taking  a  million  of  money  out  of  Bengal 
annually  would  be  unwife  in  the  higheft  degree^  consider- 
ing  the  very  fmall  quantity  of  aftual  fpecie  in  circulation. 
Better  would  it  be  to  feize  Bengal  and  dafh  it  at  once  into 
-  Ijbe  ocean,  than  attempt  fo  abfurd  and  prepofterous  a  thing 
,as  to  take  fo  much  fpecie  out  of  a  country  fo  much  impo- 
veriflied.      He  complained    that   Mr.  Dundas  had  chofen 
to  (kip  over  the  years    1784-5  and  1785-6,  and  had  gone 
back  to  the  three  preceding  years  of  178 1-2,  1782-3,  ar.4 
1783-4.  fi»r   an  average   to  rate   the  amoant   ot   the  reve- 
nues by,  for  the  year   1785-6,  and  declared,  that  though 
the  regular  and  complete  accounts  of  the  two  lafl  years  bad 
not  come  over,    yet  the  amount  of  the  revenue  coUeiled 
•was  to  be  come  at.     Made  up  as  it  was  for  fifteen  months, 
the  whnle  amount,  he  infifted  upon  it,  was  no  more  than 
243  lacks,  and  yet  the  right  honourable  and  learned  gentie- 
jnan  had  talked  confidently  of  four  millions :  the  faa  was, 
the  revenues    had   decreafed  confiderably  .  for  the  la  ft  five 
years.     He  afked  why  the  regular  accounts  for  the  laft  two 
years  had  not  cjme  over,  and  faid,  it  proved  what  ill  difcl- 
pUne  the  Hoard  of  Control   exercifed,    not    to  oblige  tte 
C<>mnany's  fervants  in  India  to  furnifti  the  proper  accounts 
in  d'le  ^ime,  d'^claring  that  both  tlie  years'  a  counts  ought 
t-^  have  been  before  the  Houfe.    [As  Mr.  Francis  mentiondi 
tlieie  particulars  with  great  emphafis,  Lord  Mulgrave,  Mr. 
'V,  Grenville,  and  Mr.  Dundas  laughed,]  and  Mr,  Francii 
faii^  that  inftead  of  offering  an  argument  in  reply,  the  right 
honourable  gentlemen  only  treated  him  with  laughter  and 
iborn  ;  a  fort  of  tl-eatment  which  he  had  not  merited^  as  he 
had  always  liftened  to  other  gentlemen  with  patience,  atten^ 
tion,  and  refped.     He  refumed  his  argument,  and  contend* 
ed,  that  the  fum  of  charges  on  account  of  coIle£king  the 
revenues  was  not  corr^^,  that  only  thirty*mne  lacks  wen 
taken  into  the  account  inftead  of  eightyrtHree  lacks*    He 
admi^t^d,  that  brinj^ing  the  Befigal  debt  ^o  England  wouU 
lighten  the  hands  of  the  government  of  Bengid,  but  denied 
that  the  reafon  f  >r  the  creditcH^  r^^fufing  to  fubicribe  to  taki 
fhe  debts  though  the  medium  of  invfeftments,  was  owiii{ 
to  the  exchange  of  the  rupee  being  rated  fo  low  as  attweih 
ty  pence  each  t  the  faft  was,  the,  not  having  any  thing  lib 
a  fecurity,  that  when  the  debts  were  fubfcribed,  they  would 
be  paid  ^t  all  in  Englati^i  wa$  the  reafon,  and  not  tht  low 
Exchange  of  the  rupee*    Nearly  a  million  was  fubfcribed  at 
xs*  8dt  the  rupee»  and  ise  was  well  iixformed  the  wholt 
f  ^  ^ 
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wrould  have  been  fubfcribed  in  like  manner,  had  the  eredi« 
tors  received  any  fort  of  fecurity  that  they  ihould  after* 
wards  get  their  money  in  England. 

After  a  variety  of  obfervations  on  different  parts  of  Mr* 
Dttndas's  argument,    Mr.  Francis  took  notice  of.  what  he 
had  faid  of  fixing  the  tenure  of  the  landholders  in  India  at. 
a  certain  quit-rent,   and  declared,  he  highly  approved  of 
that  idea :  he  always  had  done  fo,  and  a^  far  at  it  was  in 
his  power  had  uniformly  laboured  to  enforce  that  principle. 
With  regard  to  the  accounts  upon  the  table  they  were  by 
no  means  fatisfaftory:  the  whole  of  Earl  tJornwallis's  let* 
ter  ought  to  have  been  laid  before  the  Houfe,  and  various 
other  papers;  fome  efpecially  relative  to  the  paper  of  the 
Company  in  circulation  in  i>e!igal.     Mr.  Francis  reminded 
the  Houfe,    that  he  alked  for  accounts  to  prove  in  what 
refpeft  the  credit  of  the  Company,    generally  confidered, 
flood  in  Bengal,  and  he  had  been  given  to  unJerilanJ  that 
it  fhould  he  ftated,  but  the  right  honourable  and  learned  gen- 
tleman had  taken  little  or  no  notice  of  it.     He  proJuccd  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Larkins,  the  Company's  accountant  general 
in  Bengal,  who  had  undertaken  a  Icheme,  foine  years  fince, 
to  liquidate  it,  and  had  declared  in  high  language,  that  ilie 
whole  fliould  be  paid  olF  by  1786.     At  the  time  that  Mr. 
Larkins  formed  this  fcheme,-  the  amount  of  the  paper  in  ■ 
circulation  was  little  more  than  100  lacks,  and  it  was,  ac- 
cording to  the  latefl  accounts,   191  lacks,  and  the  di^counu 
-as  high  as  twenty-two  i>er  cent.     After  expatiating  upon 
this,  Mr.  Francis  concluded  with  declaring,  that  if  Bengal 
was  well  governed,  he  was  indiflerent  as  to  who  it  was  tliat 
governed  it:    for  his  part,  Bengal  had  proved  a  fourcc  of 
vexation  and  anxiety  to  him  ever  fince  he  had  known  any 
thing  of  it.     In  refpeft   to  his  property  only  had  he  any 
reafon  to  rejoice  that  he  never  knew  it ;  and  he  did  afTure  the 
right  Iionourable  and  learned  gentleman,  that  if  it  were  well 
governed,  he  would  never  trouble  himfelf  again  with  the  ac- 
counts of  Bengal. 

Mr,  Grenviiie  declared,  tliat  if  the  honourable  gentleman  Mr. 
never  uieddled  with  Bengal  accounts  to  a  better  pnrpofe'viUc 
than  he  had  done  that  evening,  it  would  add  confiderably  to 
his  credit  that  lie  never  meddled  with  them  at  all;  k>ra 
more  direfl  mjfreprcfentation  of  fafts^  had  fcarcely  ever  been 
attempted.  The  honourable  gentleman  began  his  fpecch 
with  candidly  taking  notice  of  the  advice  given  by  his  tight 
honourable  friend,  not  to  miic  any  allufions  of  a  private  or 
a  perfonal  nature  with  what  was  uid  that  day,  and  he  had 
promiied  ta  follow  it;  yet  in  his  very  firft  obfcrvatioftr  he 
bad  avoided  tol  name  any  perfon,  but  had  mentioi^^d  ^  TWttvr 
diuvj  anaexiag  to  it  aJJ  the  blam«?  which  belou^cii  V>  vx.>  vet 
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a  manner  fo  pointed,  that  it  could  not  be  miftaken  to  whom 
the  honourable  gentleman  meant  to  albrihe  fo  ftrong  a  ccn- 
f  jre  :   the  honourable  gentleman,  he  verily  believefl,  found 
it  abfolutely  tmpoffible  to  refrain  from  alluding  invidioufly 
to  a  certain  perfon,  or  poffibly  he  would  not  have  proceeded 
to  *  fuch  a  length.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  next  pro- 
nounced a  deficiency  to  a  large  amount,  and  denied  that 
there  was  any  furplus,  and  he  declared  that  he. had  fpoken 
it  before:  it  was  true  the  honourable  gentleman  had  done  fo 
more  than  once  or  twice  or  thrice;  but  it  was  equally  true 
his  declaration  had  been  as  often  anfwcred,  and  as  often  re^ 
futed.     The  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  that  his  learned 
and  right  honourable  friend  had  gone  back  to  the  three 
years  preceding  the  two  la  ft,  becaufe  in  the  three  years  from 
which  he  had  taken  his  average,  the  coUedlion  of  the  Re- 
venues had  been  larger  than  in  the  two  laft ;  the  aflertion 
was  not  true;   the  colle<Stion  was  not  larger,  neither  had 
his  right  honourable  and  learned  friend  reforted  to  the  three 
former  years :   the  reafon  was,  becaufe  no  accounts  of  the 
two  latter  years  had  yet  arrived  from  India,  but  not,  as  the 
honourable  gentleman  might  be  well  affured,  for  want  of 
proper  means  being  taken  to  oblige  the  fervants  in  India  to 
make  up  their  accounts  and  tranfmit  them  home  regularly. 
Every  poffible  exertion  had  been  reforted  to  in  order  to  en- 
force fia/;  but  there  was  orte  point  which  the  honourable 
gentleman  had  declared  he  expefted,  which  he  muft  of  ne- 
ceflity  admit,  neither  the  Board  of  Control  nor  the  Board 
of  Diredkors  had  it  in  their  power  to  accompliOi  by  any  : 
orders  they  could  fend  out,    or  by  any  means  they  could 
ufe ;   and  this  was,   the  caufing  the  accounts  of  the  year 
1786-y,  ending  the  31ft  of  April  1787,  to  be  completely 
made  up  in  India  and  tranfmitted  to  England,  fo  as  to  be 
upon  the  table  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  by  the  5th  ci 
May  in  the  fame  year. 

Another  obfervation  of  the  honourable  gentleman's  was, 
that  the  reafon  which  prevented  the  Company's  creditors  iu 
India  to  fubfcribe  their  claims  was  not  owing  to  the  rupees 
having  been  rated  at  the  exchange  of  i>s.  8d.  but  for  want 
of  any  fecurity  that  they  would  ever  be  paid  in  England^ 
In  anfwer  to  this  Mr.  Grenville  declared  an  exprefs  condi- 
tion of  payment,  in  a  limited  time,  had  accompanied  the 
offer  of  letting  the  creditors  fend  home  their  claims  upon 
the  Company,  through  the  medium  of  inveftments.  Mr, 
GTenviWe  replied  to  the  other  arguments  of  Mr.  Francis  in 
the  order  that  the  latter  gentleman  had  ftated  them ;  and 
concluded  with  congratulating  the  Committee  on  the  plea- 
fwg  profpeA  which  the  ftatement  of  his  learned  and  ho-» 
noumblc  /riend  held  out  to  Uic  couuli^  \  toiVma^  that  he 


^1787..  DEBATES.  zbf 

died  with  confidence  on  the  expeAations  which  his  right 
onourable-and  learned  friend  had  fiated  in  a  manner  fo  much 
»  hit  own  credit,  and,  as  he  trufted  it  would  prove,  to  the 
itisiaAion  of  the  Public. 

Mr.  Francis  rofe  to  explain,  and  began  by  obferving,  that  Mr.  Francis 
:he  right  honourable  gentleman  who  I'pokc  laft,  always 
nade  it  a  point  to  exprefs  what  he  faid  in  reply  to  him,  in 
te  ir.s'the  rooft  perfonally  uncivil  to  him,  ahbough  he  never 
provoked  fuch  treatment  on  his  part ;  but  that  was  no  mat- 
tsr.  As  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman  taking  upon 
bim  to  declare,  that  any  part  of  his  argument  was  not  true 
k  knew  no  reafon  why  fo  indecent  and  lb  unworthy  an  an- 
fwer  (hould  be  given  to  any  gentleman  within  thole  walls. 
Did  the  right  honourable  gentleman  think  fo  difhonourahlv 
of  him  as  to  imagine  he  would  be  bafe  enough  purpoltrly 
lod  intentionally  to  ftate  a  falfehood,  or  that  he  would  he 
Weak  and  abfurd  enough  to  do  fo,  had  he  the  bafenel's  to  be 
capable  of  advancing  it,  when  he  muil  expofe  himfelf  to  a 
dired  contradidion  ?  He  had  fpoken  as  he  believed,  and  he 
flill  retained  his  opinion. 

Mr.  Dundas  declared,  that  when  any  gentleman  took  Mr.  Dun4& 
iqxHi  himfelf  to  charge  him  with  having  wilfully  ikipped 
aiid  pafled  over  the  two  iaft  years,  and  reforted  to  the  tor- 
ner  three,  with  a  view  to  make  a  fallacious  flatement  to 
that  Houfe,  he  fhould  always  take  the  liberty  of  aflerting 
that  fuch  a  charge  was  not  true.  The  honourable  gentle- 
man hfld  talked  of  there  being  accounts  of  fome  kind  or 
•ther  received,  though  the  regular  accounts  were  not  arri- 
ved; was  he  to  be  hunting  aft#r  fcraps  of  intelligence  her.; 
^d  there,  and  on  fuch  grounds  as  thofe  to  come  and  gravely 
Rate  the  fitnation  of  the  Eaft-India  Company's  affairs  to 
E^arliament  ?  Sure  he  was,  it  would  have  been  highly  impro- 
per in  him  fo  to  have  done.  Mr.  Dundas  called  Mr.  Fran- 
rift  altercation  about  the  charges  of  the  colledlion  of  the 
land  rwfenues  a  miferable  cavity  and  made  ufe  of  fome  other 
ywnn  remonfirances  with  Mr.  Francis  upon  the  fort  of  ftyle 
in  which  he  had  replied  to  his  former  arguments. 

^\v  yames  Johnjlone  obferved,  that  there  were,  he  found,  sir  J.  To!*u- 
^Qacks  in  politics  as  well  as  phyfic  :  on  the  prefent  occafion  i^*'^*^- 
ttey  heard  the  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman 
Do&or  I'ttnt  mieux  and  the  honourable  gentleman  Dodtor 
yjwtf  pis\  he  ihould  pin  his  faith  on  Do(ftor  Tant  mleux^  as 
^e  had  ftated  that  the  debts  of  the  Company,  though 
^inounting  to  nearly  nine  millions  in  the  whole,  woul''  ^  *• 
^id  off  in  one  ye^r  lefs  than  he  had  promifed.  He  v^iihel 
lie  DoAor  would  fee  if  he  could  not  cure  them  a  year  Hill 
boner,  in  1795  inftead  of  1796;  but  for  his  part,  he  had 
tttx^fied  tiiat  tbev"  -"'Ud  be  paid  off  in  ao  ^eiiii^ 
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ir.  Burke.     Mr.  Burh  profefTed,   that  he  roJb  with  all  eivility  and 
Te(pe&  to  the  right  honourahte  and  learned  gent letnan  who 
bad  opened  the  debate,  and  defired  to  jbin  iflue  with  him  ia  • 
declaring,  that  he  verily  believed  he  had  no  manner  of  rot- 
fon  to  dread  any  enemy  in  India,  iinlefs  that  enemy  were 
joined  and  fupported  hv  an  European  ally ;  but  as  fuch  aa . 
event  might  poiTibly  happen  in  the  courfe  of  things,  it  was 
a  matter  to  be  looked  to  and  provided  againft,  a»  well  as  the 
nature  of  the  cafe  would  permit.     1  he  conteJt  of  that  day 
had  been  a  conteft  between  the  right  honouiable  and  learned 
gentleman  and  Earl  Cornwallis ;  the  only  way  therefore  to 
enable  the  Committee  to  decide  who  was  right,  would  have 
been  for  the  right  honourable  and  learned  geniieman  not'to 
have  kept  back  any  pait  of  the  evidence,  but  to  have  adied 
in  a  more  n(>h«e,  open,  and  manly  '^ay,    and  to  have  let. 
them  have  iln^  whole  of  Larl  Cornwallis's  letter  before  them:, 
by  tb^e  wrc.v  he  did  not  mean  the  arguments  of  his  Lordihip  , 
about   huiian  politics;  to  thcfe  they  had   no  pretenfions; 
the  (uhji  v.^1  v/as  p(  t  before  them,  and,  cxclufive  of  the  im- 
propriety of  ina:-nig  it  ]>ublic5  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it.     1*  or  his  pirt,   the  riglit  lionourable  and  learned  gentle- . 
man  would  cxcufe  liim,  if  he  declared  that,  co|ilidering  that 
Earl  Cornwallis  was  at   the  fountain  head  of  intelligence^  . 
upon  the  fpot  \\here  the  iranfadlions  he  alluded  to  were  go- 
ing on,   he  was  inciir»cd  to  prefer  tlie  moderate,  cool,  and- 
confined   ideas  of  Eail  Cornwallis,    rclpe(5ling    the  future- 
ftate  of  the  Gpmpany's  affairs  in  Ijengal,  to  the  more  fwi- 
guine   fpeculations    of   the    right    honourable    gentlemanf 
though  cloathed  with  high  authority,  and  poffeffed  undoubt-    | 
edly  of  the  means  of  obtaining  much  authentic  information    ^ 
on  the  fubje6t.     Mr.  Eurke  mentioned  the  magnitude  of  the 
propofition  of  taking  nine  millions  of  debt  out  of  Bcngal»' 
and  adding  it  to  our  debt  at  home ;  and  after  dwelling  upon 
the  difficulty  and  the  time  that  the  liquidating  fohvpz 
debt  would  coft,  proceeded  to  take  notice  of  the  idea  of 
drawing  near  a  million  out  of  the  revenues  of  Bengal  to 
Madras  and  Bombay,  and  after  that  expefting  that  the  re- 
.venues  of  Bengal  could  bear  to  be  appropriated  to  tlie  put-'  . 
chafe  of  inveftments.     He  treated  thefe  fpeculations  as  es- 
travagant  and  impra£licable  :  he  faid,  that  he  did  not  know 
whether  he  ought  to  confider  fuch  fymptoms  as  the  fiiculcy 
did  the  facie!s  Hippocratica,  as  the  fymptoms  of  approaching 
death,  or  of  the  poflibility  of  cure;  but  to  draw  fuch  fums 
out  of  Bengal,  without  making   any   return  of  fpecie  of 
wedth,  appeared  to  him  as  unreafonable  as  to  expefl  a  huv 
nian  being  to  exift  under  a  ftate  of  perpetual  bleeding  and 
purging,  without  admimftefin^  tVvc  ^vtvA\<^&  ^xvxfta  of  food 
tp  /upport  fuch  an  cxhavilVmg  pt;i&\c«.   N^'^X'«%.%  \a\s^- 
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fy  0U4  proviacei  and  to  renovate  their  riches  after  we  had 
rained  them  .in  fach  a  violent  way?  Inftead  dfrice  we 
bould  fee  nothing  but  fi^dt  of  jungles  or  weeds,  and  in- 
^ad  of  die  race  of  tOB^  the  race  of  the  royal  tiger  would 
ncreafe  and  multiply :  ,he  explained  the  expreffiqn  of  the 
Dyal  tiger  to  be  fymboHcal  of  the  Britifh  Government,  de* 
Uringf  that  as  extraordinary  power  had  longer  claws  than 
irdinary  authority,  fo  tnigfit  it  well  be  termed  the  royal 
iger»    Among  other  bad  lymptoms  he  fpoke  of  the  increa- 
ed  circulation  of  paper  of  Bengal  at  large  difcotmt,  and 
aid,  that  if  the  h&  were  true  that  the  Conapany  paid  their 
)fi^rs  with  paper,  which   they  refufed  to  receive  back  in 
payment  themfelves,  the  fymntom  wore  ati  alarming  afpeck 
ind  gav^  the  cafe  the  appearance  of  being  defperate.     He 
mentioned  Mr.  Larkin's  plan  of  reducing  the  quantity  of 
paper  in  circulation,  and  ftated  the  ciicumilances  of  a  large 
iacreafe  of  paper  in  circulation,   growing  out  of  a  plan  of 
reduction,  and  at  ten  Jed  with  a  larger  difcount  than  ever,  to 
be  an-^ther,    and  a  woife  fymptoin  than  any.      He  com- 
nended  the  idea  of  a  fixed  quit-rent  as   tliL*  only  way  of 
.giving,  happinefs  and  fecnrity  to    the   landh  ^Idr^rs ;    and  in 
infwer  to  Mr.  Dundas*s  declaration,   tliat   the  provinces  in 
India  were  the  moft  flouriihing,  faid,  that  it  uoi^ld  b(*  won- 
.derful  if  they  were  not,  when  we  had  pofftflrccl  ourlVlves  of 
die'fineft   provinces    in  India,    lying  between   two   rivers 
.which  would  fertilize  any  country  in  the  world,  and  con- 
taining the  whole  of  that  delightful  coaiU  a  fmall  portion 
OB  the  back  parts  excepted,  from  Bengal  down  to  Cape  Co- 
aorin.     But  it  was  not  rightly  ftated  by  the  right  honour- 
^le  and  learned  gentleman,  when  he  fafd  that  our  provinces 
wece  the  moft  fiouri(hing;  there  were  fome  few  others,  he 
Uieved,  more  fiouriAiing,  and  others  again  far  worfe.  The 
lUjah  of  Berar,  for  inftance,  governed  in  ^  province  not  to 
be  talked  of  in  pomparifon  with  Bengal,  (formi^rly  called 
tha  Pfradife  of  tndia)  with  Bahar,  OrKTi,  and  Oude,  and 
finuies:  the  fice  of  the  kingdom  of  Berar  was  covered 
•itk  loiniea^  moi^ntains  and  foreAs.     But  let  it  not  be 
(kdoed  Mr»  Burke)  the  rieht  honourable  and  learned  gen- 
tfanan^t  boaft,   that  the  Britifh  provinces  were  finer  and 
Mre  finrti^e  than  the  kii>gdoin  of  Berar;  let  it  be  his  tri- 
umph to  fayi  that  under  the  Britifh  government  the  natives 
lived  as  happy,  the  foil  was  as  productive  and  the  revenues 
Inre  as  aimlti  m  undefr  (he  n^ive  princes  whom  we  bad 
Aceeaded. 

.' fdr*  BjtifKg  contended,  that  the  Dir<^Aors  were  totally  Mr. Bai 
^mr  fin60i  4ii  wft  49ferved  the  anin^advertlon  (made  by  Mr. 
Muidas)  relative  to  their  omiffion  of  the  8oo,oo3h  which 
ttqr  ImT?  b  m  enabled  to  raife  by  the  inoreafe  oS  their  ca« 
^' '  l^iulj 


a^i  FARllAMENTARY  A.  1787. 

pital ;  an^^^fo  aflerted,  that  Earl  Comwdlis^s  letter  juftified 
the  Diredlors.^  <ftiniate  of  17849  about^  which  fo  much  had 
been  faid  at  the  ttQQ,  finee  his  Lordfhip  declared  the  reve- 
nues to  amount  within  feveu  lacks  of  the  fum  at  which 
they  had  then  eflimated  them, 
tfajorstott      Major  .&««  faid,  that  in  the  few  obfervalions  which  he 
fhould  take  th«  liberty  of  fuhmitting  to  the  Comniittee»  he 
would  confine  hinifelf  entirely  to  the  fubje£b  that  had  been 
opened  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr»  Dundas) 
to  whom  he  thought  great  credit  was  due  for  the  fair  and 
candid  manner  in  which  he  had  ftated  to  the  Houfe  the  af- 
fairs of  the  Eaft-India  Company.     The  Major  faid,  he  had 
the  fullefl  confidence  in  the  upright  and  honourable  inten- 
tions of  the  King^s  Minifters  with  regard  to  India ;  in  fiA 
by  paffing  a  felf-denying  ordinance,    they   had   precluded 
ihemfelves  from  the  poffibility  of  abufing  the  power  which 
the  Legiflature  had  placed  in  their  hands,  fince  no  appoiot- 
nients  were  to  be  made  until  they  became  abfolutely  ne- 
ceflary ;   of  courfe  the  affairs  of  the  Company  would  be 
daily  recovering  from  the  cmbarraflments  in  which  a  long, 
though  a  fuccefsful,  war  had  involved  them.  He  then  faid  hi 
would  beg  leave  to  offer  a  few  words  upon  what  had  fallen 
from  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr,  Burke)  over  the 
way.  As  to  what  had  been  obferved  of  the  mifchievous  con- 
fequences  of  depriving  Bengal  of  its  circulating  fpecie  in 
the  prefent  moment,    the  Major  faid  he  faw  them  in  n 
ftrong  a  light  as  that  gentleman  could  do.     The  exertioni 
made  by  Bengal  in  the  prefervation  of  India  during  the  late 
war,  had  reduced  her  to  diftrefs  in  point  of  circulating  fpe- 
cie; but  as  to  agriculture,  population,  and  commerce^  there 
never  was  a  period  in  which  the  country  was  more  floinilh* 
ing.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)-had 
talked  of  his  ninth  report,  and  of  a  doftrine  laid'^dowtl  in 
ity  which  he  had  repeated ;  but  it  was  las  'incomprehehfiMi 
now  as  it  always  had  been..    The  right  honourable  gentlei 
man  had  piked,  if  ever^aqy  man  had  heard. of  any  thin^<if 
prepofteiious  ?  The  Major  faid,  he  defired^  to  know  How  iC 
wa3  to  be  carried  on  while  there  fhould  be  an  available  fnr^ 
plus  from  the  revenues;  for  it  was  nlaterial  tb  obferve;, that 
in  Bengal  the  Company  were  lords  of  the  foil,   and  raifed 
revenues  from  all  lands  except  charity  lands;  oif  courfe  the 
money  fo  raifed  was  employed  in  the  pay  of .  eftabliihincDtt 
and  the  purchafe  of  inveftments,  and  by  thefe  channels  ft* 
znrned  again  into  the  general  circulation.---The  Major  faid» 
if  gentlemen  had  been  at  the  trouble  of  looking  at  ffloie 
very  curious  accounts  which  he  had  moved  for,  they  wodd 
have  obferved  that  the  Company  had  received  from  Oodf 
9nd  S^ns^es^  in  thie  laft  ihiixtttv  ^C9.r$,  above  fourteen  mil* 

Upmb 
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I  fterling,  of  which  fum  above  ten  millions  had  been  re- 
ed to  Calcutta  and  Surat ;  but  as  all  our  demands  had 
paid^  thefe  fources  of  relief  to  Bengal  were  at  an  tndy 
bp  was  fure  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Dun- 
would  fee  the  impropriety  of  fending  more  money  from 
[al  till  it  had  bad  time  to  recover  itfelf.  The  Major 
he  was  happy  to  hear  it  allowed^  that  Bengal  was  the 
;  flourifliing  country  in  Hindoftan :  it  was  a  fa£t  he  had 
ys  aflerted ;  he  haa  travelled  over  various  parts  of  it  at 
rpnt  times,  from  1767  to  1781,  and  he  had  found  it  in 
>grei&ve  ftate  of  improvement.  The  right  honourable 
ieman  (Mr.  Burke)  was  a  philofopher  and  an  hiftorian, 
it  always,  the  Major  faid^  had  appeared  to  him  very 
lordinary,  that  he  fhould  pafs  by  the  real  and  the  true 
i  of  the  only  decline  there  was  ia  Bengal,  and  impute 
»  the  roifmanagement  of  the  Englifh.  The  faA  was, 
it  could  not  be  denied,  that  our  government  in  Bengal 
an  ufurpation  upon  an  ufurpation ;  the  natives  of  Ben- 
the  aborigines,  were  Hindoos,  and  as  nine  to  one  in 
ber,  with  their  rulers,  the  Mahometans.  We  ufurped 
dominion  from  the  latter,  and  of  courfe  the  right  ho- 
able  gentleman's  favourites,  the  npbility  and  country 
lemen,.difappeared.  It  was  the  cuftom  of  the  Nobobs 
rant  jaghires  or  eftates  from  five  hundred  to  fifty  thou- 
pounds  a  year ;  but  as  the  pofiefibrs  died  away,  we  did 
renew  them,  and  of  courfe  that  order  of  men  had  in  a 
:  meafure  difappeared;  but  the  natives,  themafsofthe 
le,  were  infinitely  happier  under  our  government  than 
had  been  for  the  laft  fifty  years  of  the  native  govem- 
t,  and  beyond  all  comparifon  happier  than  any  of  the 
r  natives  of  Hindoftan.  With  regard  to  the  accounts^ 
Major  faid,  he  was  convinced  they  would  be  more  pro- 
ive  than  Lord  Coniwallis  had  flated  them.  In  fafl^ 
Larkins  had  invariably  eftimated  the  fait  and  opium  at 
by  fifteen  lacks,  than  they  turned  out ;  and  as  for  the 
revenue,  it  was  a  very  fingular  circumftance,  that  for 
s  years,  in  a  colleftion  of  three  millions,  it  had  never 
sd  more  than  forty  thoufand  pounds.  An  honourable 
Ieman  (Mr.  Francis)  had  faid,  tl  at  the  revenues  had 
annually  declining  for  the  laft  five  years ;  the  Major 
the  fadt  was  diredly  the  reverfe ;  for  they  had  been  in- 
Ging  each  year,  and  there  was  now  a  letter  upon  the 
5  from  the  Governor  General  and  Council  ftating,  that 
I  the  whole  revenue  of  1785  and  1786  there  was  only 
lanoe  of  fix  lacks,  of  which  four  were  recoverable:  he 
tioned  this  the  more,  becaufe  it  had  been  faid  that  Mr. 
tings  bad  yioJently  kept  up  the  coUedtions  during  the 
Md  tbey  would  afterwards  fall  off;  buX  a\k\iittvuc  iiCr 


^74  P  ARLIAMENTARY  A.  1787- 

cuments  proved  this  to  have  been  a  groundlefs- aflertioii. 
The  Major  ffiid  he  would  make  but  one  obfervation  more 
before  he  fat  down,  and  that  was  a  material  one:  the  rigit 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  had  given  a  very  ac- 
curate ftatement  of  each  year's  expence  of  the  late  war  ia 
India,  which  was  the  moft  general  and  expenfive  that  We 
had  ever  been  engaged  in,  having  had  European  and  Indian 
enemies  to  encounter.  The  right  honourable  gentleman 
feemed  himfelf  ftruck  with  the  fmallnefs  of  the  additional 
expence  compared  with  the  importance  of  the  fcrvice,  the. 
preferving  what  had  emphatically  been  termed  the  brighteft 
jewel  of  the  Britifli  Crown :  the  Major  declared,  he  moft 
heartily  concurred  with  him,  and  with  great  folemnity,  he 
faid,  he  would  put  it  to  gentlemen  verfed  in  the  buiinefs  of 
the  Houfe.  Let  them  take  each  year  of  the  expences  of  the 
fuccefsful  war  in  all  India,  where  fo  much  was  done,  and  com- 
pare them  with  only  the  army  extraordinaries  of  each  year 
of  the  late  war  in  America,  where  worfe  than  nothing  wat 
done,  and  then  they  would  fay  that  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  was  moft  fully  juftihed  in  ftating  how  compan* 
tively  trifling  the  expences  of  an  Indian  war  had  been. 

The  refolutions  were  afterwards  feverally  put,  and  agreed 
to.^ 

The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Tuefdayy^  ith  May. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  fecond  reading  of 
tlie  Portfea  fmall  debts  bill,    and  the  queftiOn  being  put,  j 
that  the  bill  be  now  read  a  fecond  time,  *     1 

ir  John  Sir  John  Miller  obferved,  that  he  rofe  to  oppofe  the  fe-  ^ 

iilicr.  tond  reading  of  the  bill,  from  a  firm  perfuafion  that  It  , 
Would  prove  detrimental  to  the  public  fervice  of  this  coofl- 
try  :  he  faid,  that  more  than  three  thoufand  artificers  and 
labourers  belonging  to  the  dock- yard  at  PortfmoUth,  befides 
the  officers  of  all  our  /hips  in  ordinary  at  that  port,  looked 
up  to  the  Houfe  for  the  rejeftion  of  this  bill.  Sir  John  de- 
clared, that  he  was  an  enemy  to  all  courts  of  confcienoei 
(as  they  were  very  improperly,  in  his  mind,  called)  andtoall 
partial  and  local  fmall  debt  bills,  as  grievoufly  oppreffive,  and 
he  was  happy  to  find  the  Houfe  entertained  the  fame  opinion 
of  them  by  their  late  rejeflion  of  two  or  three  fuch  bills 
which  had  been  in  the  prefent  feflion  ofiered  to  Parliament-^ 
a  treatment  which  he  hoped  the  prefent  bill  would  root 
with.  He  ftated,  that  the  carpenters,  fmiths,  and  other  ar- 
ti£cers  and  labourers  of  o\ir  dock-yards  were  paid  iii  a  dif- 
ferent  itianner  from  all  otVi'et  atXA^cei^  ^tv^X^c^xjotJc^i  otir 
dock-yard  people  wiere  alNva^s  ouec^^tXRtXsvaiWKw^ 
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Aid  a  quarter's  wages  only,  when  half  a  year  was  due  to 
liein,   whilft  other  artificers  and  labourers  received   their 
irages  for  the  moft  part  weekly,  which  obliged  our  dock- 
yard people  to  take  up  money  for  tlieir  fubfiftence  from  bro- 
(crs  and  money  dealers^  ^t  the  exorbitant  price  of  iixpence 
)er  pound  per  quarter,  which  was  ten  per  cent,  per  annum, 
ind  many  of  thefe  money- dealers  were  keepers  of  (hops  or 
if  public  houfes,  who,  not  content  with  the  aSove  uncon- 
idonable  profits,  obliged  the  poor  people  to  lay  out  their 
Boney  with  them,  or  with  whomfoever  they  Ihould  name  to 
Jiem,  for  cloaths,  neceflaries,  &c.    and  required  iliem  very 
Ifcquently  to  take  thofe  things  which  they  did  not  want,  in 
afider  to  their  purchafing  fucli  matters  back  again  froni  them 
It  a  reduced  price,  when  a  little  ready  money  might  be  ne- 
eefiarvy  perhaps  for  the  purpofe  of  aflifling  or  fui^portijig  a 
lick  family  !  this  might  truly  be  called,  *'  grinding  the  faces 
"  of  the  poor."     He  had  alfo  been  aifgred,  that  ihi'  |>c(.^ple 
of  the  yard  were  univerfally  alknved  to  pay  their  dcbr:.  \v,:h 
^  much  .pundtuality  as  any  other  perfons  whatfoever :  he 
lud,  that  there  were  no  fet  of  people  lefs  attt-nrive  to  their 
expenditure,  nor  more  liable  to  impofirion,  than  thofe  who 
had  any  kind  of  connexion  with  our  navy;  in  addition  to 
which,   their  prefent  mode  of  payment  (which  he  had  al- 
ready ftated)  expofed  them  to  fituations  of  much  tempta- 
tion, impofition,  and  difficulty.     The  rejection  of  the  pre- 
fait  bill,  he  verily  believed,  would  prove  no  injury  to  any 
fct  of  men,  and  would  ftiew  a  proper  attention  to  a  delcrip- 
tion  of  perfons  to  whofe  comforts  this  country  fliou.M  not 
ht  indifferent.     Sir  John  added,  that  the  above  circumftan- 
Cci  had  been  imparted  to  him  by  perlbns  of  the.  firft  honour, 
truth,  and  reliance,  intimately  acquainted  with  their  exif- 
tence  and  fubftantiality;  for  he  did  not  himfelf  pretend  to 
:^y  knowledge  of  them  ;  and  he  held  in  his  hand  a  letter 
6pin  one  of  the  worthieft  charadlers  exifting,  who  had  long 
been  in  a  fixed  office  of  great  truft  and  rcfponfibiiity  at 
Portfmouth,  fully  confirming  evejy  affertion  which  he  had 
juft  made  to  the  Houfe. 

Sir  John  moved,  "  that  the  bill  be  read  a  fecond  time  this 
i€  isij  two  months.-  » 

Upon  putting  the  queftion,  "  that  the  word  now  ftaiid 
•*  part  of  the  queftion" — the  Houfe  divided. 

Ayes,  9.    Noes,  34.     Majority,  25- 

Tbe  Houfe  adjourned. 


^  nz 
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fVednefday  gth  May. 

When  the  motion  was  made, 

*'  For  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  amending  an  aft  of*  the  3J 
*«  of  the  late  King,  and  6th  of  His  prefent  Majefty,"  entitled, 
•*  An  adl  to  regulate  the  loading  of  fliips  with  coals  in  the 
**  ports  of  Newcaftle  and  Sunderland," 

A  converfation  arofe  between  Mr.  Ord,  Mr.  3randh*ng, 
and  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  againft  the  bill,  and  Mr. 
Duticombe  and  Lord  Mulgrave,  for  it. 
rdMul-  ^^^^  Mu'grave  flated,  that  the  bill  was  of  exceedingly 
ivt.  great  confequence  to  the  public,  as  it  involved  in  it  a  conC- 
deration  of  no  lefs  importance  than  the  well  doing  of  an  in- 
finite  number  of  fhip  owners,  who  kept  a  confiderable  qoan* 
tity  of  tonnage  afloat,  which  employed  lixteen  thoufand  fea- 
men,  and  gave  every  w^r  a  fupply  of  between  two  and  twenty 
thoufand  and  three  and  twenty  thoufand  hands  to  the  profef- 
fion.  The  profperity  and  continuance  of  fo  valuable  a  nur- 
fery  for  feamen,  was  undoubtedly  of  great  national  import- 
ance, and  in  order  to  fecure  it  againft  the  notorious  evafiont 
of  the  laws  in  exiftence,  the  prefent  application  had  been 
made  to  Parliament.  The  Houfe  had  fropi  time  to  time  palled 
adls  to  guard  and  protefl:  the  trade,  but  as  faft  almoft  as  new 
laws  were  made,  new  modes  of  evading  them  were  difcoverd 
and  pradtifed ;  and  thence  the  necefEty  for  frefli  application. 
The  prefent  application  was  made  at  the  unanimous  defireof 
every  coal-fliip  owner  in  the  kingdom,  about  twenty-five  at 
Newcaftle  upon  Tyne  excepted,  who  were  interefted  in  op- 
pofing  it.  The  honourable  gentlemen  who  reprefentfd  that 
town,  certainly  adted  in  a  true  parliamentary  way,  and  with 
great  honour  to  themfelves  in  oppofing  it.  That  attention  to 
local  interefts,  where  the  intereft  in  queftion  was  that  cf  gen- 
tlemen's conftituents,  was  fit  to  be  fhcwn,  and  even  in  oppo- 
fition  to  the  intereft-of  the  Public ;  but  in  fo  doing,  gentlemen 
amply  repaid  their  conftituents  for  having  elefted  them,  vA  . 
every  other  obligation  they  owed  them.  Hrs  Lordfhip  ad- 
verted to  what  had  palled  in  the  Committee  to  whom  the  p^ 
tition  had  been  referred,  and  who  had  directed  the  prefcat 
motion  to  be  made,  and  faid,  it  there  came  out  that  at  New- 
caftle a  monopoly  exifted,  and  a  fliip  owner  might  either 
have  the  coals  he  wanted,  or  a  lawfuit.  That  this  was  Ae 
ground  of  complaint,  and  that  as  the  law  ftood  the  fitteiv 
were  obliged  to  ferve  from  feven  in  the  morning  till  eight  in 
tJie  evening,  in  the  due  order  as  applications  were  cftadc  ;  tut 
then  as  it  did  not  expreffly  prevent  them  from  ferving  at  any 
hour  between  eight  at  night  tind  feven  in  the  morning,  they 
{ioiildgiYG  their  fovourites  a.  preference,  an4  kt  them  have  their 

coals 
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coals  before  other  perfons.    To  remedy  tliis,  the  prefent  ap- 
plication was  made,  and  thofe  who  made  it  were  willing  to 
bear  its  expence  themfelves. 
The  motion  was  carried. 

Mr.  Mam  faid,  that  he  faw  no  ground  of  argument  or  rea-  Mr.i 
fim  for  not  extending  the  fame  relief  to  the  inhabitants  of  Weft 
Florida,  which  had  been  propofed  to  be  given  to  thofe  of  Eaft 
Florida,  and  therefore  he  delired  to  know  if  the  Chancellor  of 
tbe  Exchequer  would  oppofe  a  motion  in  their  favour. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Fitt  declared,  that  he  faw  a  material  dif-  Mr. 
feence  between  the  cafes  of  the  two  Floridas,  and  ihould  ^^^^^ 
moil  certainly,  objeS  to  any  fuch  motion  as  the  honobrable 

Eentleman  had  hinted  at ;  but  as  the  day  was  fet  apart  for  a 
ofinefs  of  great  expe&ation  and  importance,  he  hoped  the 
honourable  gentleman  would  not  bring  on  a  difcuffion  upon 
aoy  extraneous  fubjeA. 

Mr.  Adam  anfwered,  that  he  would  make  his  motion  on  a 
fbture  day. 

Mr.'  Gilbert  having  given  notice  that  he  intended  moving  Mr. 
for  leave  to  bring  in  his  bill  refpefting  the  poor,  informed  the 
Houfe,  that  as  it  was  a  bill  of  the  greateft  importance,  he  was 
Anxious  that  it  fliould  receive  all  that  weight  and  authority 
which  could  be  derived  from  the  returns- made  by  the  over- 
leers,  in  purfuance  of  the  adl  of  hft  feffion,  and  which  were 
then  abftrafting  under  the  infpeftion  of  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  the  Houfe.  He  faid  that  the  hill  would  appear  to 
a  great  difadvantage  if  brought  in  before  a  report  fliould  be 
made  from  that  Committee,  as  it  was  to  be  principally  found- 
ed upon  fads  to  be  ftated  in  fuch  report.  He  therefore  wifli- 
ed  to  delay  the  bringing  in  the  bill  till  the  report  couKl  be 
made,  which  he  hoped  would  be  before  the  end  of  this  feflion, 
and  then  the  bill  and  report  might  be  printed  and  taken  toge- 
ther by  the  members  into  the  country,  where  they  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  confidering  them  fully  before  the  next 
ieffion. 

Sir  Gregory  Page  Turner  declared,  that  Mr.  Gilbert  ought  Sir  • 
to  have  his  name  written  in  letters  of  gold  for  the  uncommon  Tur 
pains  he  had  taken  to  affift  the  poor,  and  put  their  relief  and 
provifion  on  a  proper  eftablifhment.  Sir  Gregory  faid  that 
he  was  impatient  for  a  fight  of  the  bill,  which  he  had  no 
doubt  would  produce  a  falutary  eiledt,  and  prove  an  important 
pablic  benefit. 

The  order  of  the  day  for  the  farther  confideration  of  the 
report  of  the  Secret  Committee  appointed  to  draw  up  articles 
of  impeachment  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  being  moved, 
and  ready  it  was  moved^  <*  That  this  report  be  read  a  fecond 
M  time.'* 

Lord 
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Hood.     Lord  Hood  rofe  and  oppofed  the  motion^  in  the  following 
words ; 

Having  upon  a  former  day,  Sir,  fo  fully  exprefled  my  hum. 
ble  fentiments  refpe£king  the  late  Governor  General  ot  India, 
I  fhall  not  trefpafs  upon  the  time  and  patience  of  the  Hooie 
for  more  than  three  minutes; 'but  I  cannot,  Sir,  content  my,, 
felf  with  giving  a  filent  vote  upon  the  prefent  very  important 
queftion.     I  am  very  fenfible,  Sir,  and  perfeSlv  ready'to  ac- 
knowledge, that  the  charges  taken  in  the  abftracft,  as  exhibitri 
againft  Mr,  Haftings,    appear  exceeding  heavy  and  fevere; 
but  when  I  take  into  my  view.  Sir,  the  motive  that  led  to 
this  condudl  upon  which  thofe  charges  are  founded,  thw 
make  no  impreffion  of  criminality  upon  my  mind;  and  Imaft  .^ 
exceedingly  lament,  and  am  equally  concerned  at,  what  hai 
been  frequently  fuggefted  in  this  Houfe,  that  an  .o£Bcer  ia 
high  truu  and  command  upon  foreign  fervice  in  time  of  war,    \ 
muft  not  take  meafpres  that  may  prove  an  evil  to  private  in-     ' 
dividuals,  although  the  greateft  public  good  will  evidently    • 
arife  from  them  to  the  ftate.     If,  Sir,  the  reprefentation  of 
this  nation  in  Parliament  adopt  that  do£li;ine,  I  do  not  heli- 
tate,  Sir,  to  fay,  that  this  country  has  feen  its  faireft  and  beft 
days;  for  a  zealous  and  fpirited  officer.  Sir,  muft  find  himfeff 
infinitely  diftrefled,  and  his  ardour  greatly  abated,  to  knoir,     ' 
he  muft  content  himfelf  with  the  means  eftabliftied  for  him, 
-  and  which  his  employers  have  lodged  in  his  hands,  however 
inadequate  to  the  fervices  entrufted  to  him,  rather  than  have   J 
recourfe  to  others  he  thinks  within  his  reach,  and  which 
clearly  promife  the  moft  beneficial  public  advantage,  unlefsbe     i 
does  it,  Sir,  at  the  hazard  of  being  arraigned  at  the  bar  of  this 
Houfe  as  a  delinquent,  even,  Sir,  if  the  moft  brilliant  faccefi    ', 
attends  his  exertions:  and  permit  me  to  fay,  Sir,  at  the  rifque     ' 
of  all  that  is  dear  to  him  ;  nay,  Sir,  at  the  rifque  of  his  head, 
ihould  thofe  exertions  fail.    Thus  circumftanced,  Sir,  Ib^ 
to  fubmit  to  the  good  fenfe  and  cool  conCderation  of  the 
Houfe,  how  truly  miferable  and  unfortunate  any  officer  ia 
command  abroad  almoft  muft  feel,  and  fuch.  Sir,  bis  iituation 
and  feelings  muft  unavoidably  be  in  future  from  what  has 
been  the  lot  of  Mr.  Haftings.     Moft  undoubtedly,  it  is  very 
much  the  duty  of  every  man  who  has  the  honour  of  a  feat  m 
this  Houfe  to  exercife  that  portion  of  reafon  and  common 
fenfe  with  which  it  has  pleafed  God  to  blefs  him,  as  the  furcft 
and  beft  guide  for  his  opinion.     That  mine.  Sir,  upon  thd 
fubjedl  now  under  difcuffion,  differs  in  fome  parts  from  my 
mu^h-refpedted  and  right  honourable  friend  below  me,  gives 
me  infinite  concern,  as  it  is  the  only  inftance  one  other  ex- 
cepted, wherein  my  vote  has  not  from  convidion,  and  coiii- 
fcientioufly  gone  with  his;  but  confidering  moft  maturely, 
Sir,  as  I  have  done,  the  arduous,  critical,  and  perilous  fitua- 
tion  ia  which  Mr,  Haftings  wais  ^Uced,  as  well  as  the  very 
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figaal  and  meritorious  fervices  he  has  happily  rendered  his 
cmiiitry,  notwithftanding  the  various  difficulties  with  which 
ie  was  on  all  fides  confiantly  furrounded^  and  convinced,  as 
,  lam,  that  our  prefent  pofTeffions  in  India,  are  foleiy  owing  to 
Us  zeal  and  uncommon  abilities,  I  cannot.  Sir,  bring  myfelf 
to  prononnce  him  criminal;  but  I  hope  and  truft,  Sir,  I  fhall 
not  he  nnderftood  to  contend,  that  Mr.  Haftings  has  not  com- 
mitted errors.  I  admit  that  he  has,  and  will  be  bolfl  to  fay,  there 
oerer  was  a  man  in  an  important  command  abroad  for  a  feries 
(Df  years  in  time  of  war  totally  exempt  from  them;  but  upon 
firikiiig  a  fair  balance,  Sir,  between  the  eminent  and  admitted 
finrices  of  Mr.  Haftings  and  his  errors,  I  can  never  give  my 
confent  that  any  charge  of  criminality  /hall  go  againft  him 
irom  this  Houfe,  confequently  I  feel  myfelf  bound  to  obje£t 
tothefecond  reading  of  the  report. 

Mr.  Alderman . /i^/it«  exprefled  his  fatisfaflion  at  having  Mr.  j 
bnrd  the  noble  Lord  utter  his  fentiments  in  terms  fo  honour-  ^^'^ 
able  and  candid,  and  declared  that  he  meant  to  fecond  the 
iBotion,  and  oppofe  the  fecond  reading  of  the  report,  as  it  con« 
tained  articles  of  charge  which  flood  upon  a  falfe  and  rotten 
fimndation.  He  had  liftenedwith  attention  to  the  whole  of 
the  proceedings  upon  the  fubjeft  of  the  impeachment  of  Mr. 
Haflines,  but  though  he  had  been  dazzled  with  the  beauty 
Ud  fplendour  of  eloquence,  and  charmed  with  the  wit  of  his 
■ccufers,  he  had  not  been  convinced  by  their  reafoning,  nor 
bisfied  by  their  arguments,  that  Mr.  Haftings  was  guilty 
of  the  various  crimes  imputed  to  him.  The  report  then  under 
federation  contained  thefe  words  : 

**  The  faid  Warren  Haftings,  not  regarding  the  facred  ob- 

*'  li^tion  of  his  oath,  nor  the  important  duties  of  tiie  high 

**  offices  to  which  he  was  appointed,  but  entertaining  bafe  and 

"  corrupt  views  of  procuring  for  himfelf  and  his  dependants 

•"-exorbitant  wealtli,  and  arbitrary  defigns  of  raifing  himfelf, 

*•  by  means  of' the  undup  influence  fo  acquired,  to  exceflive 

'^  power,  .as  well  to  gratify  his  inordinate  ambition,  as  to  {e- 

**  cure  himfelf  from  puniftiment  for  the  many  unjuftifiable 

"  zSts  by  him  done  and  committed  in  the  exercife  of  his  of- 

■<  fice,  did,  whilft  he  was  Prefident  and  Governor  General  as 

«  aforefaid,  by  the  various,  unwarrantable,  and  criminal  prac- 

»«  ticcs  herein  after  fet  forth,  faithlefsly,  illegally,  and  ty- 

^  ranicallv  violate  the  duties  of  his  ftation.     By  each  and  all 

^  of  whicn  praSices  the  welfare  of  the  Eaft-India  Company 

'*  has  materially  fuflfered,  the  happinefs  of  the  native  inha- 

'*  tants  of  India  been  deeply  aflefled ;  their  confidence  in  £ng« 

*  lifh  faith  and  lenity  fhaken  and  impaired,  and  the  honour  of 
'  the  Crown,  and  chara£ler  of  this  nation,  as  far  as  in  him 

*  fay,  wantonly  and  wickedly  degraded." 

rhe  Hotxk  haa  papers  (the  Alderman  faid)  upon  their  table, 
vatMiw'ag  proof  to  the  contrary  of  every  one  oi  lYvott  ^tkt<* 
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tions;  but  he  need  only  refer  to  one  of  them,  the  letl 

the  late  Governor  General  of  India,  Sir  John  Macphe 

ivho,  in  a  letter  dated  fo  lately  as  the  loth  of  Auguft  i 

fpeaks  in  the  higheft  terms  of  the  plans  of  Mr.  Haftings 

of  the  happinefs  of  the  native  inhabitants  of  India,  livioj 

derthe  Britifli  government.    With  regard  to  the  welfan 

profperity  of  the  ftatc  of  the  affairs  of  the  Company,  h 

ferred  to  Mr.  Dundas's  fpeech  of  the  preceding  Monda* 

which  he  had  faid,  it  was  a  proud  day  for  the  country.     I 

aflsrtion  were  true,  it  furely  was  equally  true  that  it  v 

proiid  day  for  Mr,  Haftings,   fince  that  gentleman  hj 

undeniable  claim  to  the  praife  of  having  laid  the  found 

for  the  prefent  profperous  ftate  of  India,  and  of  the  afl^i 

the  Company.    In  the  courfe  of  the  proceeding  he  had 

ohferved)  more  than  once  heard  Mr,  Haftings  compar 

VerreSy  but  the  Houfe  would  recolledb,  that  when  the  g 

nor  was  called  to  an  account  before  the  Roman  Senate, 

was  fcarcely  an  inhabitant  of  the  ifland  of  Sicily,  who  di 

exhibit  a  complaint  againft  him;  whereas  in  the  prefent 

though  the  profecution,  or  perfecution,  of  Mr.  Haftings 

been  in  progrefs  above  three  years,  not  a  fingle  complara 

corns  from  India  againft  that  gentleman ;  but,  on  the  cont 

every  letter  that  had  been    fent  home  was, full  of  expre: 

of  gratitude  and  applaufe,  on  the  conduft  of  Mr.  Haf 

while  he  held  the  government  of  India,     Mr.  Wilkes  d< 

cd,  that  upon  a  review  of  the  whole  of  that  conduct,  he  1 

himfelf  warranted  to  pronounce  Mr.  Haftings  a  profound 

tician;  who  had  a£led,  in  times  of  fingular  peril  and  diffic 

with  equal  vigour  and  wifdom,  with  great  intrepidity  an 

common  judgement.    He  took  notice  of  the  charge  re 

to  the  affair  of  the  Begums,  and  faid,  that  it  appeared  t( 

to  be  a  juft  proceeding,  as  the  Begums  were  undoubtf( 

rebellion  againft  the  Governor  General  of  Bengal,  to  s 

they  owed  obedience.    The  fa^  that  they  had  faved  the 

of  one  or  two  Britifli  officers,  plainly  proved,  that  the 

ufurped  the  government  of  the  country,  otherwife  they 

not  have  afforded  that  proteftion  which  had  been  made 

as  an  argument  in  their  favour.     The  noble  Lord  had 

he  admitted  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  been  guilty  of  error 

who  was  there  who  had  ever  been  placed  in  fuch  a  c 

fituation  as  Mr,  Haftings,  who  could  pretend  to  be  free 

errors;  but  faying  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  been  guilty  of 

reminded  him  of  what  Voltaire  ohferved  of  the  conduA 

French  parliament  on  the  landing  of  Henry  the  Fifth, 

ous  to  the  battle  of  Agincourt*     The  fapient  magiftn 

the  French  parliament  would  not  fuffer  a  (ingle  ftep 

taken  till  an  arret  came  out,  ftating  in  due  form  a  no 

tioa  of  the  landing  o£  t\ve  tn^WGi  Mav\3xA\^tA\ut 
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The  confenuence  was,  the  kingdom  of  France  was  facrificed 
to  form.     Mr.  Ha  (lings  judged  more  wifely,  aclerj  upon  the 
neceflity  of  every  great   occafion,  without    regarding  little 
forms ;  and  when  the  whole  of  the  condudl  of  M*^.  Haftings 
Was  conildered,  and  when  it  was  confidcrcd  likewile  that  he 
Iiad  carried  the  Britifh  arms  fuccefsfully  againil  the  French 
and  Dutch  in  India,  and  that  it  was  owing  to  his  fingular 
ability  and  exertion,  that  they  had  pieferved  their  pofll  iFions 
in  that  quarter  of  the  world  unimpaired,  while  the  empire 
Vas  mouldering  away,  elfewhere,  he  was  adoniihed  that  a 
iaodion  of  that  Houfe  fhould  be  able  to  have  carried  the  pro- 
tciition  as  far  as  they  had  done;  hut  he  hoped,  for  ilu:  honour 
of  the  Houfe,  that  it  would  be  put  an  end  to  that  night,  by 
"aTcry  confiderable  majority.     He  had  heard  a  light  honour- 
able gentleman  declare,  that  he  had  an  impeacliment   in  his 
podcet  againft  a  Noble  Lord  in  a  blue  ribband,  who  liad  loll 
half  the  Brit  ifli  empire;  but  no  proceedings  had  taken  place 
in  confequence  of  the  declaration ;  and  would  that  Houfe,  after 
fuffcring  a  delinquent  of  fo  very  enormous  a  dei'cription  to 
pafi  with  impunity,  continue  toacl  fo  unjufl  a  part  aN  to  pcr- 
lecQte  a  man  who  had  faved  Indi.i,  which  a  right  honouralile 
and  learned  gentleman  had  termtJ  the  briglitelt  jewel  in  the 
Britifh  Crown!  The  right  honourable  and  learned  gentleman 
muft  excufe  him,  if  he  did  not  quite  agree  witli  the  pofitioii 
that  India  was  the  brightelt  jewel  in  a  Crown  of  throe  king- 
doms, one  of  which  at  leali  *vas  a  brighter  jewel  tiian  India, 
though  the  latter  undoubtedly  was  a  jewel   of  conlidi^rabla 
"Joftrc  and  value.     With  regard  to  anv   occafio  ihI  l\rc:tcli  of 
power  in  (la  need  in  the  government  of  Mr.  H.iliint^s,  llio  exi- 

rcy  of  affairs  and  tlie  great  dliirc-rs  and  urgent  occafions 
-ing  the  period  of  that  government's  exiftence,  were  a  fuf- 
ficient  juftification;  and  it  ought  to  be  rememberL-d  that  that 
Hoafe  had  fince armed  E:iil  Cornwallis  with  inrmitely  greater 
powers  than  Mr.  Haiti ngs  had  ever  alTuint-d  in  tinit  li  cif  the 
Ooft  preffmg  difficulty.  I'he  I  bnife,  thercfori;',  liad  itii-lf  re- 
cognized the  neceffity  for  the  Governor  Crencral  of  India's 
*Xercifing  fuch  powers,  and  coniequenlly,  it  would  beablurd 
*nd  inconfiftent  to  proceed  to  puniili  a  man  for  taking  upon 
iimfelf  thofe  powers  which  the  Legiflature  had  thought  pro- 
per tobe  veiled  legally  in  his  fucceffor.  Mr.  Wilkes  declared, 
that  inllead  of  treating  him  like  Verres,  to  whom  he  bore  no 
Danner  of  refemblance,  they  ought  to  confider  him  as  the 
.Romans  did  Scipio;  to  give  him  thanks  and  titles  of  honour. 
3e  hoped,  therefore,  that  an  end  would,  that  night,  be  put  to 
he  impeachment,  and  a  motion  for  a  vote  of  thanks  to  Mr. 
fallings  take  place  in  its  ftead.  He  concluded  with  moving, 
tj  way  of  amendment  to  the  noble  Lord's  motion,  **  that  the 
«  report  be  read  a  fccond  time  that  day  three  months." 
Vox.-  XXIL  O  o  The 
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The  Lord        The  Lord  Advocate  fai  J,  that  entertaining  as  he  did,  an  opi. 
Advocate.    ^-^^^  favourable  to  the   party  accufetl,    he  thought   hinnWfl 
bound  in  confcience  to  declare  it.     He  had  frequently  htrajciitl 
remarked  by  geritlemeri  on  both  fides  the  Houfe,.  that  this  was  1 
no  party  or  politicil  queftion,  but  a  folemn  judicial  l^roceed- 
ing;  and  undoubiedly  it  was.    He  hoped  every  mennbcr  ofllie 
Houfe  would  keep  this  in  view,  and  would  confider  himfelf  ' 
as  deciding  upon  the  fate  of  a  Britiih  fuhjedl  in  a  cafe  wher* 
his  fortune,  his  fame,  his  fjtuation    in  life,  the  peace  of  his  j 
mind  and  of  his  family  were  all  at  ftake.    In  fuch  a  cafe,  what- 
ever refpefb  he  might  have  tor  thofe  who  fupported  iheprofc- 
cution,  he  could  not  permit  himle-lf,  either  to  thi-nk,  or  jA 
upon  confidence  in  the  fuperior  abilities  or  information  of  anj 
perfon  exifting,  unltfs  in  io  far  as  his  own  mind  was  convinc- 
ed.   The  honourable  gentleman  who  opened  tiie  charge  con- 
cerning the  revenues  of  Bengal,  whofe  zeal  for  thecaufehe 
had   undertaken  would  admit  of  no  doubt,  had  made  a  very 
fair  and  honourable  declaration.     His  words  were:  "  He  who 
**  accufes  ought  to  be  convinced."    This  (the  Lord  Advocate 
faid)  was  exadlly  what  he  felt  as  to  his  own  fituation.    Were 
he  convinced   by  the  evidence  produced,   that  Mr.  Haflingi 
was  guilty  of  all  or  any  of  the  ciimes  imputed  to  him,  no  con- 
fideration  whatever  fhould  induce  him  to  withhold  his  afletit 
to  the  impeachment.     But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  he  was  not 
fatisfied  of  the  guilt,  and  ftill  more,    if  he    was  fatisfied  of 
the  innocence,  of  Mr.  Haflings,  he  muft:,on  the  fame  principle^ 
as  an  honeft  man,  refufe  his  concurrence  to  the  meafurepro- 
pofed.     He  believed  fome  gentlemen  had  conceived  an  idea 
(which  he  held  to  be  extremely   dangerous  and   unconfiltih 
tjonal)  that  as  that  Houfe  was  not  ultimately  to  judge  of  Mr.  ■ 
Haflings'  condu6t,  but  only  to  perform  the  part  of  a  Grand 
Jury;  and  as  Mr.  Haftings  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
clearing  himfelf  before  the  fupreme  tribunal  of  his  cpnntryi 
J f  innocent,  it  was  the  lefs  neceflary  to  go  nicely  to  woA 
here.     It  was  enough,   if  any  grounds  of  fufpicion  or  unfa- 
vourable conjeflure  appeared.     He  had  even  heard  it  faid, 
that  Mr.  Haflings  himfelf  ought  to  wifh  for  impeachmeoti 
and  that  the  honour  of  the  Houfe  was  deeply  committed  to 
go  on  with  the  profecution.     As  to  Mr.  Haflmgs'  wifhes,  be 
felt  himfelf  totally   indifferent  about  them,  and  would  look 
only  to  his  own  condudt  and  charadler  as  a  member  of  ParKi- 
ment.    He  indeed  thought  the  Houfe  deeply  committed!  bat 
it  was  to  do  juflice,  and  not  to  impeach  right  or  wrong.  The 
province  of  the  Houfe,  in  fuch  a  cafe,  was  no  doubt  fimilar 
to  that  of  a  Grand  Jury.    '*  An  impeachment  by  the  lloilfeof 
**  Commons  (fays  Judge  Blackflone)  is  a  prefentment  to  the 
"  higheil  court  of  criminal  jurHdidlion  by  the  moft  folema 


"  ^rarid  inrueft  of  the  whole  kingdom."  The  fame  author  teUi 
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Dithat  '*  a  grand  jury  ought  to  be  thoroughly  perfuaded  of 
"  tile  truth  of  ah  indidlment,  I'o  far  as  the  evidence  goes,  and 
'•  not  to  reft  fciiisfied  merely  with  remote  probabilities,  a  doc- 
**  trine  that  might  be  applit-d  to   very  oppreflive  purpofcs." 
—  Such  a  doftrine  was  once  maintained,  in  the  cal'e  of  l-ord 
Shaftibury,  in  the  reign  of  Charles  11.  when  it  was  laid  down 
i^y  Lord  Chief  Jullice  Pemberton,   **  that  the  grand  jury  had 
"  only  to  confider  whether  there  be  probable  ground  tor  the 
"  King  to  call  the  perfon  accuied  to  account."    But  this  was 
moftjuAly  iligmatized  as  an  un-.ound  opinion;  and  it  had 
fiace  been   held,  that  no  man    ought  to  be  fo  queftioned, 
."  unlefs  a  Grand  Jury  take  it  on  their  oaths  that  they  be- 
"  iieve  the  matter  of  the  accufation  to  be  true."     This  is 
agreeable  to  the  oath'  which  a  Grand  Juryman  takes — "  to 
«  prefent  the  truth,"  &c.     The  contrary  doclrir.e  would  be 
very  inexpedient  in  another  point  of  view ;  for  when  one  is 
brought  to  trial  upon   inhifficient  evidence,  ho  muft  be  ac- 
ouitted;  and  as  no  man  can  1)^  tried  twice  for  the  fame  of- 
fence, this  amounts  to  an  aol:  of  indemnity  in  his  flivour, 
though  clear  evidence  ihoiiid  afterwards  be  obtained.     It 
was  in  a  peculiar  manner  neceiHiry  to  attend  to  thefc  prin- 
ciples in  a  cafe  fuch  as  the  prefenr,  where  the  fiibjeit  of  in- 
quiry was  not  only  who  was  the  criminal,  but  whether  a 
cri'me  had  at  all  been  committed  ?  After  ad  vert  in  c^  a  little  far- 
ther to  the  manner  in  which  the  profecution  had  been  con- 
ducted, and  to  the  arrangement  of  the  cliarges,  which  he 
thought  the  moft  perplexed  and  mod  unnatural  he  had  ever 
met  with;  he  added  that  he  would  endeavour,  coolly  and  im- 
parttallyf  to  exaiiiine  the  fever.il  articles,  and  the  amount  of 
the  evidence  upon  them,  without  entering  into  minutiae,  and 
following  precifely  the  order  of  the  charges  themlelves.     He 
bad  always  thouglit  thofe  articles  which  contained  a  dire6l 
and  fpecific  charge  of  corruption,  by  much  the  moft  impor- 
tant, not  only  as  ftanding  by  thcmfelves,  but  as  pervading 
all  the  others,  and  accounting  for  IVir.  Haftings'condudl  in 
general,  if  it  was  wilfully  and  intentionally  wrong.     It  was 
a  fundamental  principle  in  the  criminal  law  of  cverv  country, 
that  in  ordertoconllitute  a  crime,  two  things  were  necefiary, 
ifk,  the  commiffion  of  fome  overt  prohibited  acft ;  :^.d,  a  vicious 
intention.     Both  muft  concur,  otherwife  tliere  was  no  a6lual 
crime* 

.  Sometimes  the  intention  may  be  prefumed  from  the  adl, 
but  ftill  both  muft  concur;  and  if  this  be  the  rule  by  which 
the  moft  common  delinquent  muft  be  tried,  it  is  ftill  more 
neceflary  to  be  attended  to  in  the  cafe  of  men  in  puldic  fi- 
tuations,  who  are  called  upon  to  a£l  and  to  decide,  and 
fometimes  have  only  a  choice  of  difficulties.  A  man  in  fuch 
9  fituation  may  perhaps  judge  ill,  and  act  imprudently  ;  but 
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was  there  any  law  by  which  error  Iri  judgement  became  pu. 
nifliable  ?  It  may  be  right  to  deprive  fuch  a  man  of  his  of- 
fice as  unfit  to  be  employed;  but   is  he  to  be  arraigned  as  a 
ciiminal,  if  it  does  not  appear  that  he  wilfully  erred?  Tbe 
mifchief  muft  be  great  indeed,  and  the  degree  of  guilt  evi- 
dent and  notorious  to  juftify  fuch  a  proceeding.     'I'he  quef- 
tion  here  was  not,  whethcT  Mr.  Haflings  had  done  Wrong 
in  fome  particulars,  but  whether  he  had  done  wrong  to  that 
extent  which  fhould  found  an  impeachment  againft  him? 
The  accufers,  being  fenfible  that  it  was  neceflary  to  afcribe 
a  bad  motive  and  a  wicked  intention  to  Mr.  H all ings,  have 
iet  out  in  the  preamble  of  their  amended  charges  with  iin- 
puting  to  him  in  direft  terms  "  the  bafe  and  corrupt  defign 
**  of  procuring,  for  himfelf  and  his  dependants,  exorbitant 
'^  wealth."     This   then  is  the  ground  work  of  the  whole, 
and   to   be  firft  confidered.     Thefe  charges  of  corruption 
were  clafled  Under  two  heads,  the  contradls  and  the  prefentSi 
As  to  the  firft,  Ue  was  perfuaded  the  Houfe  would,  upon 
due  confideration,  think  it  right  to  follow  the  example  of  a 
j-ight  honourable  gentleman,  who,  in  the  Committee,  con- 
fined his  views  to  three  articles,  the  opium  contraft,  one  of 
the  bullock  contrafls,  and  the  allowances  to  Sir  EyreCootc. 
As  to  the  opium  contrail,  it  was  a  little  hard  not  only  to 
.  deprive  Mr.  Haftings  of  the  merit  he  had  in  being  the  firff 
who  turned  this  article  to  account  for  the  Company,  but 
even  to  make  it  the  ground  of  a  charge  againft  him.    The 
contrail  had  been  given  in  General  ClaveringV  time  to  Mr. 
Griffiths,  as  the  loweft  bidder,  afterwards  on  the  fame  temi 
to  Mr.  Mackenzie,  who  was  no  friend  of  Mr.  Haftings, 
and  then  to  Mr.  Sulivan,  likewife  on  fame  terms,  burden- 
ed with  90,006  rupees  to  a  relation  of  Mr.  Francis,  which 
ftiewed  tliat  it  was  not  the  fole  ail  of  Mr.  Haftings.     This 
contrail  had  always  been  confiden^d  as  matter  of  patronage^ 
and  he  Taw  lefs  reafon  to  find  fault  with  Mr.  Haftings  than 
v/ilh  other  members  cf  the  Council.     On  that  account,  the 
bullock  contrail,  he  thought,   was  "m  a  fimilar  fituatidn.  A$ 
to  Sir  Eyre  Coote's  allowances,  Sir  Eyre  claimed  extraordi- 
nary allowances  when  in  the  field ;  and  this  had  alwavs  been 
cuftoinary.     It  was  difficult  to  conteft  a  point  of  this  kind 
with  the  Commander  in   Chief,  who  hrd  his  fwofd  in  his 
hand.     It  was  not  the  fole  ail  of  Mr.  Haftings,  but  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Council,  confifting  then  of  five;  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings,   Mr.  Earv/cll,    Sir  tyre  Coote,    Mr.  Wheler,  and 
Mr.  Francis.     When  Sir  Eyre  Coote  went  to  the  country 
of  Oude,  it  was  thought  reafonable  that  the  burden  of  this 
aJlawance  ftiould  be  thrown  upon  the  Vizier,  who  had  the 
benefit  of  his  proteillon,  and  the  Vizier  confented  to  it.    It 
did  not  occur  what  great  de^^re^i  of  bUrcv^  lUsre  was  in  att 
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Sir  Eyre  Coote  appeared  to  have  ha  J  a  dcfire  for  mo- 
He  at  the  fame  time  performed  very  meritorious  fer- 
s.     Mr.  Haftings  did  not  put  a  iliiiliiig  in  his  pocket  by 
fuch  allowances.     His  employers  were  likewife  fatisfied. 
h  what  propriety  then  did  this  Houfe  interfere  ?    The 
B  obfervation  held  as  to  the  contracts  irt  general.     It  is 
led  Mr.  Dundas)  a  remarkable  circumflance,  that  we  do 
find  any  relation  of  Mr.  Haftings  provided  for,  to  the 
)unt  of  a  fliiHing;  he  has  a  nephew  in  the  fervice  who  is 
y  a  Lieutenant,  and  we  fee  no  view  to  any  influence  at 
oe,  unlefs  in  the  fingle  inftance  of  Mr.  Sulivan.     The 
rge  concerning  the  prefents  fell  to  l-e  confidercd  under  two 
irate   heads:  iirft,  fome  alledged  inftances  in    1772  and 
13;  fecond,  thofe  beginning  in  178 1.     As  to  the  former, 
re  was  not  a  veftige  of  evidence  or  probability  that  any 
h  had  ever  exifted,  and  therefore  it  would  be  improper  to 
fte  time  upon  them.     As  to  the  fecond,  they  were  all  ad- 
tted;  and  indeed  the  only  proof  of  them  was  Mr.  Haf- 
gs'  own  letters  to  the  Board  of  Direfiors.     He  iiril  took 
!  two  lacks   from  Cheyt   Sing's  agent  in  June   1780,  of 
rich  a  full  account  is  given  by  Mr.  Haftings  in  his  defence, 
)ported  by  Mr.  Markham's  evidence,  and  by  Mr.  Haftings* 
ter  to  the  Court  of  Direftors  by  the  firft  difpatches  after 
5  tranfadlion  happened.     The  next  was  the  nuzy.ar  or 
ituity  received  from  Rajah   Kelleram  and  Cullian  Sing, 
on   farming  to  them  the  revenues  of  Bahar  in  Oflober 
Bo.     Mr.   Anderfon's    evidence   goes   to  juftify  this  as 
mded  in  immemorial  praiSlice,  and  he  fiiys  farmers  and  Ze- 
ndars    would  agree  to  fuch  extra  payments,  when  they 
uld  not  give  any  excefs  of  rent.     'I'he  other  articles  w  crc 
•ftlyof  the  fame  nature;  the   10  lacks  received  from  the 
zier  in  iSeptember   1781   were  upon  occafion   of  a  very 
3ortant  tranfadion,  (the  treaty  of  Chunar.)     Such  pre- 
ts  have  lieen   cuftomary  from  the  b«.'ginning  of  time  in 
>fe  t'aftern  countries  upon  all   occafions  of  intcrcourfe ; 
I  we  are  not  to  view  them  in  the  fame  light  as  we  would 
fimilar  tranfaftions  in  Europe.     There  woulc|  liave  been 
:hing  wrong  in  any  officer's  taking  prefents,  had  it  not 
n   for  the  regulating  a£l  of  1773  ;  and  it  is  clear  that  tlie 
ihibition  of  that  adt   reached  no  farther  than  the  cafe  of 
officer's  taking  for  his  own  ufe.     It  had  not  in  view  the 
5  of  an  officer's  taking  for  the  ufe  of  the  Company  ;  the 
life  forfeiting  the  fum  to  the  Company  fhews  this,  and  pe- 
laws   are  always  ftriflly  interpreted,     l-efides,  this  aft 
5  repealed  by  the  new  India  a£t    1784,  and  never  can  be 
ground  of  profecution.     Mr.  HallingS  therefore  was  at 
irty  to  take  thefe  fums  for  the  Company's  ufe,  and  lb  the 
^dlors  thought.     Tlie  only  argument  of  we\^Vvt  ;\^j^v\\ft.  - 
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him  upon  this  head  is,  that  although  he  was  not  in  fact  cor- 
rupted, yet  he  afted  as  if  he  had  been  corrupted,  and  there- 
,  by  fet  a  bad  example  to  thole  who  gave  the  prefents.  But, 
firft,  it  would  be  ftrange  to  charge  him  as  guilty  of  corrup- 
tion, when  in  truth  he  was  not  corrupted.  Second,  his  con- 
duft  was  not  influenced  by  any  fuch  trantaftion  as  we  fee 
frohi  the  cafe  of  Cheyt  Sing,  that  the  natives  of  India,  ac- 
cullomed  to  this  pradtice  from  time  immemorial,  would  not 
think  there  was  any  thing  v/rong  in  it.  Third,  the  neceffi- 
ties  (f  the  Company  at  the  time,  and  the  fa6V  of  his  apply- 
ing all  thefe  fums  to  the  Company's  ufe,  are  ftrong  grounds 
of  jufl:^fication.  The  Company  having  actually  taken  the 
benefit  of  all  thefe  tranfadlions,  and  fo  far  approved  of 
them,  and  no  intention  being  to  this  day  fignified  from 
any  qufirter  to  refund  the  money  fo  received,  it  does  not  oc- 
cur with  what  propriety  Mr.  Mailings  can  be  impeached  for 
procuring  it.  Mr.  Dundas  then  took  a  ftiort  view  of  theaf- 
fairs  of  Cheyt  Sing,  the  treaty  of  Chunar,  the  refumption' 
of  the  Jaghires,  and  feizing  of  the  Begums*  treafures,  whithi 
*  although  detailed,  and  branched  out  into  a  variety  of  charges, 

did  truly  make  but  one  piece  of  hiftory,  the  incidents  fol- 
lowing one  another  in  a  natural  manner,  and  all  relatingto 
the  Company's  connexions  with  the  Nabob  Vizier,  which 
had  been  the  fource  of  great  wealth  and  fecurity  to  thfc 
Company,  and  to  the  public  intereft  of  this  country  in  Inr 
dia.  That  the  Governor  and  Council  had  a  right,  and  that 
it  was  their  duty  to  call  on  Cheyt  Sing  as  Zemindar  of  Be- 
nares, dependant  on  the  Company  for  extraordinary  aids 
upon  the  emergency  of  a  war,  had  been  clearly  made  out 
in  the  Committee  by  a  right  honourable  gentleman;  and  as 
to  the  intention. which  Mr.  Haftings  had  of  infiifting  upon  . 
him  a  fine  of  50  lacks  for  his  contumacy,  which  was 
thouglit  too  exorbitant,  this  could  not  furely  enter  into  the 
cafe,  as  in  faft  no  fuch  intention  had  ever  been  executed,  nor 
even  known  to  Cheyt  Sing.  The  meafure  of  refuming  the 
Jaghires  flands  juftified  by  the  right  honourable  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  as  wife  and  politic,  and  wqs  attend- 
ed with  no  real  hardlhip,  the  fame  allowances  in  money 
being  continued.  The  plan  of  allowing  the  Vizier  to  infift 
alfo  on  having  the  treafures  which  truly  belonged  to  himfdf, 
and  were  unduly  withholden  by  his  mother,  arofe  out  of  the 
incidents  which  had  recently  taken  place.  She  herfelf  re- 
ceived no  ill  ufage,  but  her  two  Minifters,  the  eunuchs, 
were  laid  hold  of,  and  this  brouglu  about  a  compromife.  As 
to  Farruckabad  and  Fyzula  Kahn,  the  charges,  he  faid, 
were  trifling,  and  only  founded  on  mifreprefentation.  Dif^ 
fercat  expedients  were  tried  fvom  time  to  time ;  but  berth 
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thefe  parties  are  fatisfied,  and  there  is  no  complaint  from 
them,  or  from  any  quarter  of  India.   Neither  was  there  any 
good  ground  of  objedlion  to  Mr.  Hafting?,  on  account  of 
:  the  different  modes  which  were  adopted' from  time  to  time 
in  the  colleSion  of  the  revenue,      i  his  will  always  happen 
-  in  a  new  government.     Mr.  Haftings  got  enemies  by  dif- 
continuing  the  provincial  Councils;  but  nobody  who  reads 
'  Mr/Bright's  Letter  will  think  he  was  in  the  wrong- fo  to  do. 
"  Mr.  Haltingshad  been  moll  urijuftly  blamed  for  various  aAs 
of  Admin  ill  rat  ion,  in  which  he  had  only  concurred  with 
others.  The  order  of  dates,  as  well  as  the  Jlate  of  the  Coun- 
■cil  at  different  periods,  ought  to  have  been  more  diftindiy 
attfhded  to  in  the  charges.     Mr.  Haftings  had  enjoyed  the 
'-.  cafting  voice  in  the  Council  only  for  a  very  ftiort  time,  and 
even  then  Mr.  Barwell  was  equally  icfponllble  with  him. 
Afterwards  Mr.  Wheler,  Sir  John  Mucplierfon,  Sir  Eyre 
.  Coote,  and  Mr.  Stables,  came  gradually  into  tlie  Council. 
At  one  period  a  coalition  took  place  between  Mr.  Haftings 
and  Mr.  Francis.    How  do  the  profecutors  account  far  this  ? 
And  is  Mr.  Haftings  alone  to  be  made  refponfible  durin;;;  that 
period?  Mr.    Dundas  concluded  with   oblerving,    that,    in 
Aggefting  what  had  occurred  to  him  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings, he  had  avoided  faying  any  thing  upon  the  topic  of  his 
extraordinary  fervices  in  general,   being  doubtful  whc-ther, 
/'Ponthe  fuppofition  of  guilt  in  any  fpecific  article,  a  kn  ori', 
''it is  called,  or  balancing  of  accounts  betwcMi  merits  and 
^fcoierits,  would  relevantly  be  admitted;  yet,  at   the  fame 
^itoe,  it  was  a  mode  of  defence  not  altogether  new.     The 
Proceedings  in  Lord  Clive's  cafe  left  no  room  to  doubt  that 
^  owed  his  fafety  to  it;  and  there  was  ftill  a  more  illuftri- 
4is  example  of  it  in  hiftory  in  tlie  cafe  of  Epaminondas  the 
rheban  General,  who,  when  tried  for  his  life  before  the  tri- 
bunal of  his  country,  for  having  kept  himfelf  in  command 
aur  months  after  he  fliould  have  laid  it  down,  acknowledged 
he  crime,  but  enumerated  the  glorious  adtions  which  he 
od  performed,  and  faid  that  he  would  die  with  pleafure  if 
he Tola  merit  of  thefe  were  afcribed  to  him,  his  country- 
oen  having  examined  them.     This  fpeech  procuretl  his  ac- 
uhtal,  and  whoever  (added  Mr.  Dundas)  reads  the  hiftory 
if  India  during  the  late  war,  will  be  apt  to  think  that  Mr. 
ladings  may  die  when  he  pleafes,  with  fimilar  words  in 
is  mouth. 

Mr.  Courtenay  declared  that  every  man  muft  look  up  to  a  Mr.  c. 
obleXord  (Hood^  with  the  utmoft  refpeft  and  reverence,  ^"*y- 
rhen  it  was  confidered  how  much  his  country  was  indebted 
>  him  for  having  been  a  fpedtator  of  the  viftorious  feats  of 
ic  brave  Lord  Rodney  on  the  12th  of  April  1782.     [A  ge- 
eAl  cry  from  the  Treafury  fide,  of  Order  !  order !  and  Sir 
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Micbael  Le  Fleming  rofe  up,  and  faid,  "  if  the  Houfe 

"  bear  this^  all  fpirit  is  gone.'^  Mr.  Courtenay  afked  w 

was  the  mighty  harm  of  his  having  compHmented  the  n^ 

Lord  jon  his  happening  to  be  prefent  when  Admiral  Rod 

obtained  his  victory  on  ihe  12th  of  April  1782?  He  mt 

what  he  faid  as  a  compliment,  and  furely  there  was  no  o 

fion  for  any  merhber  to  fly  into  a  vehement  paffion,  and 

him  to  order,  when  he  was  perfuaded  that  he  had  faid 

thin^  diforderly.     The  worthy  Alderman  who  fat  next  I 

he  was  fure,  would  not  be  fo  captious,  but  would  have  n 

fenfe  than  to  feel  angry  when  he  meant  him  a  complim 

which  he  certainly  did   in  what  he  was  going  to  fay. 

worthy  Alderman,  of  whofe  ingenuity  he  was  well  aw 

and  no  one  of  the  Houfe's  members  was  more  ingenious, 

a  moft  reipedlful  charafter ;  a  chnra6ler  to  wh6m  the  cc 

try  flood  highly  indebted,  for  having  at  one  period  of 

life  difFufed  a  fpirit  of  liberty  throughout  the  general  i 

of  the  people  unexampled  before,  excepting  only  in  the 

gular  times  of  Jack  Cade  and   Wat  Tyler      That  woi 

Alderman  had  fecooded  the  noble  Lord's  objedtions,  and 

fpoken  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haftings,  who  had  likewife  1 

elaborately  defended  by  the  right  honourable  and  learned] 

tleman  oppofite  to  him  ;  but,  upon  a  review  of  the  def 

made  by  him  and  the  noble  Lord  and  worthy  Alderr 

their  arguments  would  be  found  to  be  the  moft  fingular 

extraordinary  that  could  pofTibly   have  been    urged. 

worthy  Alderman  had  mentioned  the  affair  of  the  Begi 

and  had  defended  it,  by  faying  that  the  Begums  were  ii 

hellion  againfl  Mr.  Haftings.     Surely  the  worthy  Alder 

mufl:  have  looked  upon  the  tranfadlion  obliquely,  or  he  c 

could  have  formed  fuch  an  idea.     Two  old  women  in  r 

lion  againft  the  Governor  General  of  Bengal.     The  fafl 

impoffible  ;  it  could  not  have  been  fo.     Nor  would  the 

thy  Alderman  have  mnde  an  Effay  on  Woman  in  the  ma 

that  Mr.  Haftings  had   done.     That  Houfe  well  knew 

he  would  not.     But  the  learned  Advocate  had  chofen  ti 

fend  the  treatment  of  the  Begums'  minifters,  and  faid, 

eunuchs  brought  it  upon  themfelves.     Had  they  givei 

the  money,  they  would  not  have  been  flogged  ;  it  was  p 

their  option,  and  was  a  compromife.     They  would  not 

up  the  money,  and  therefore  the  flogging  was  fair. 

Mr.  Courtenay  faid,  put  him  in  mind  of  a  welhknowi 

.    that  happened  many   years  ago.     One  of  our  Kings  ( 

John)  wanted  to  borrow  fome  money  of  a  rich  Jew,  bi 

]ew  refufed  to  lend  any.     He  was  then  brought  befor 

King,  who  ordered  one  of  his   teeth  to    be  drawn. 

Jew  ft  ill  refufed  to  lend  the  money.     The  King  orderc 

other  of  bis  teeth  to  be  drawn.     iV\e  ^t^;  vr^is  ^et  cfcfti 

1  *^ 
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third  tooth  was  drawn,  and  he  then  confented.  The  Jew 
lerefbre,  according  to  the  learned  Lord's  argument,  drew  his 
iro  teeth;  for  it  had  been  put  to  his  option  whether  he 
void  lend  the  money,  or  have  his  teeth  drawn  ;  and  he 
lofe  the  latter.  Another  extraordinary  argument  made 
fe  of  by  the  learned  Lord,  was  his  contending,  that  al- 
lougfa  Mr-  Haftings  took  the  prefent  of  the  Nabob  Vizier, 
6  Deverthelefs  rigoroufly  exafled  the  immediate  payment  of 
be  Nabob's  debt  to  the  Company,  and  confequently  proved 
bt  the  prefent  had  not  produced  a  corrupt  efte6t.  This  re- 
oinded  him  of  a  cafe  in  point,  which  happened  in  James 
he  Second's  time  in  1686,  when  there  being  fome  inlurrec- 
ioas  in  the  Weft,  General  Kirk  was  fent  to  quell  the  diJftur- 
ODces ;  an  office  which  he  executed  with  great  rigour  and 
ererity.  It  happened  that  a  young  man  was  taken  up  as  a 
lelinquent,  who  was  juft  going  to  be  married  to  a  young 
rofflfli),  and  between  them  a  mutual  and  an  ardent  paffioii 
bbfifted.  The  young  woman  went  to  the  General's  tent, 
iid  implored  mercy  for  her  lover.  The  General  told  her,  if 
he  would  fuffer  him  to  enjoy  her,  her  lover  fhould  be  faved. 
rhe  young  woman  confented,  and  the  firft  thing  that  Kirk 
lid  in  the  morning,  was  to  lead  the  young  womafi  out  of 
lis  tent,  and  ihew  her  the  body  of  her  lover  hanging  on  a 
tte.  In  this  inftance,  according  to  the  learned  Lord's  argu- 
oent,  General  Kirk  a£led  with  ftrift  juftice,  and  in  alaudable 
nanner;  for,  though  he  enjoyed  the  woman,  he  did  his 
uty,  and  hung  her  lover.  The  leanied  Lord,  Mr.  Courte- 
ay  obferved,  had  laid  great  ftrefs  upon  the  motive  and  the 
atention,  declaring,  without  proving,  that  the  Houfe,  as 
ccofers,  had  no  right  to  afcribe  guilt.  This  was  new  to 
iOt  He  had  hitherto  always  thought,  that  if  the  crimi- 
al  faft  was  proved,  the  criminal  intention  was  prefumed. 
luty  according  to  the  learned  Lord's  do6trine,  if  a  man 
^re  to  murder,  another,  and  not  to  rob  him,  he  would  be 
*ilty  of  no  crime,  becaufe  he  only  murdered  his  objeft ; 
nd.who  could  impute  a  criminal  intention,  fince  it  wasevi- 
enthehad  not  robbed  him,  although  he  might,  if  he  chofe 
>  have  done  fo  ?  With  arguments  as  ahfurd  and  ridiculous, 
pon  the  face  of  them,  as  tliofe  he  had  anfwered,  was  Mr, 
'filings  defended.  What  he  had  laid  therefore  was  a  fuffi- 
ent  anfwer  to  all  of  them;  for  no  real  argument,  folid, 
bftantial,  and  rational,  had  been  brought  to  prove  that  Mr. 
afiings  had  not  a6\ed  uniformly  upon  a  fyftem  of  treache- 
,  breach  of  faith,  corruption,  oppreffion,  and  injuftice ; 
ithout  a  regard  to  his  engagements,  to  his  duty,  to  his  fta- 
>n  and  charafter.  As  an  inftance  that  he  had  not. done  his 
ft  to  promote  the  intereft  of  his  employers,  Mr.  Courte- 
sy faid,  he  would  ftate  an  authentic  anecdote,  of  which,  if 
Vol.  XXIL.  V  p  uec^ff^L\v>  ' 
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neccffary,  he  could  give  indubitable  proof.  General  Camac 
was  about  to  embark  for  Europe,  when  intelligence  reached 
Calcutta,  that  the  Mahrattas  threatened  the  invafion  6f  Ben- 
gal. Mr.  Haftings  fent  to  defire  the  General  to  take  the 
command  of  the  troops,  and  march  to  the  defence  of  the 
frontier  of  Bengal,  The  General  confcnted,  and  by  his  un- 
common vigilance  and  exertions,  brought  Madagee  Scindia 
to  an  engagement,  in  which  he  completdy  routed  hini,  and 
« deftroyed  a  great  number  of  his  troops.  Madagee  fent  to 
the  General  an  offer  of  terms  of  peace,  highly  beneficial  to 
the  Company's  interefts.  Mr.  Haftings,  inftead  of  meeting 
thepropofal,  conveyed  to  him  by  General  Camac,  fent  Ge- 
neral Muir,  a  man  debilitated  by  indilpofition,  and  a  mar- 
tyr to  the  gout,  to  'take  command  of  the  troops  in  the  piac(S 
of  General  Camac,  and  three  years  afterwards,  after  the  ex- 
penditure of  millions,  a  difhonourable  and  difadvantageous 
peace  was  concluded  with  the  Mahrattas.  Mn  Courtenay 
expatiated  on  this  anecdote,  and  took  notice  that  Mr.  Hal- 
tings  had,  in  the  courfe  of  the  preceding  debates,  been  com- 
pared to  Verres,  to  Alexander,  to  Scipio,  and  to  Epaminon- 
das.  He  faid,  that  he  thought  the  firft  the  comparfon  raoft 
In  point ;  but  he  would  not  refer  to  the  Romans  and  Gre- 
cians for  a  comparifon.  It  was  fo  long  fince  he  had  read 
books  relative  to  them,  that  he  hdd  almoft  forgotten  their 
contents.  He  would  look  to  more  modern  hi ftory  for  a 
comparifon,  and  he  recoUedted  an  apt  and  a  clofe  one.  It 
was  Ferdinand©  Cortez  to  whom  he  alluded.  Ferdinandp 
Cortez  had  been  fent  out  by  Charles  the  Fifth  to  make  dif- 
coveries  in  South  America,  to  inftruft,  to  murder^  and  to' 
baptize  the  uninformed  Indians.  He  purfued  his  objedl,  and 
his  footfteps  were  marked  with  blood  and  cruelty ;  infotnuch 
that  the  news  of  this  brutality  reached  Madrid,  and  was' 
thought  fo  much  a  national  difgrace,  that  an  inquiry  into 
his  condudl  was  deemed  due  to  the  national  charadler.  The 
Bifhops  and  Archbifhops  who  united  in  their  own  perfons 
the  characters  of  Prelates  and  Chief  Juftices,  were  ordered 
to  condudl  the  inquiry.  Cortez  was  accompanied  by  one; 
of  thefe  Chief  Juftices,  the  Archbiftiop  of  Toledo,  whofe 
objedl  it  was  to  go  about  and  colledl  affidavits.  In  order  to 
clear  themfelves  from  the  charge,  they  contrived  to  get  fe* 
veral  affidavits  fworn,  that  the  deponents  heard  a  chorus 
of  angels  fing  in  the  Mexican  language,  gloria  in  excelfisy  and 
the  bleffings  of  Heaven  upon  the  head  of  Ferdinand©  Cor- 
tez, for  his  humanity  and  benevolence  to  the  Mexicans  and 
Peruvians.  The  Archbiftiop  of  Toledo  trailfrtiitted  thefe  to 
the  bench  of  his  reverend  brother  Chief  Juftices ;  they  pef- 
fuaded  the  people  to  believe  tlie  facSts  depofed ;  a  geneial  cre- 
dulity prevailed^  and  at  the  fame  time  Cortez  fent  Charles    ^ 

'■      '  the    j 
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the  Fifth  fome  jewels,  not  a  bulfe  he  believed,  for  that  was 
an  oriental  word,  not  then  known  in  Europe,  but  which  had 
fm  equal  affe£t  upon  the  Spanifh  Monarch's  mind,  and  all 
Spain  rang  with  the  praifes  of  Ferdinand©  Cortez.  Extra- 
vagant and  ludicrous  as  this  ftory  might  appear,  Mr,  Cour- 
tenay  did,  it  was  an  undoubted  faft,  and  ftated  as  fuch  in 
the  letters  of  Cortez  to  Charles  the  Fifth.  Mr.  Courtenay 
dwelt  for  fome  time  on  the  analogy  between  the  condudt  of 
Cortez  and  the  conduft  of  Mr.  fiallings,  and  at  length  con- 
cluded with  declaring  that  he  fhould  vote  for  the  fecund  read- 
ing of  the  Report. 

Mr.  Aldermaik  T^ownfmd  obferved,  jhat  he  did  not  rife  to  m 
make  jokes  and  tell  pleafant  ftories,  nor  to  exprefs  himfelf  in  m; 
terms  fo  grofs  and  indecent,  that  they  were  not  only  not  fit  ^* 
to  be  heard  in  that  aflembly,  but  fcarcely  fit  to  be  heard  in 
any  aflembly  where  the  fuialleft  pretenfions  to  propriety  were 
afleded.     He  had  not  called  the  honourable  gentleman  to  or- 
der who  fpoke  laft,  becaufe  he  meant  to  anfwer  what  he  faid, 
but  he  was  aftoniihed  that  the  S{)eaker  fat  ftill  and  negle£t- 
ed  to  flop  the  honourable  gentleman,  and  tell  him  that  fuch 
language  was  not  to  be  borne  in  that  Houfe.     The  Alderman 
appealed  to  the  candour  and  feelings  of  gentlemen,  whether 
in  a  criminal  proceeding,  and  while  they  were  fitting  in  the 
capacity  of  Grand  Jurors,  it  was  either  decent  or  becoming 
tp  abufe  a  gentleman  who  itood  as  a  criminal  at  their  bar,  in 
a.  manner  lo  full  of  grofliiefs  and  perfonal  afperity  ?  Having 
faid  thus  much,  and  declared  that,  notwithftanding  the  na- 
tural warmth  of  his  temper,  he  had  reftrained  his  feelings, 
becaufe  he  wifhed  to  anfwer  the  honourable  gentleman  who. 
fpoke  laft,  and  who,  he  hoped,  would  get  up,  and  make  an 
apology  to  the  Houfe  for  what  he  had  laid :  the  Alderman 
declared  that  he  had  already  advanced  what  he  meant  to  urge 
^ipon  that  fuhj^ft ;  he  would  therefore  difmifs  it,  and  throw 
himfelf  back  upon  himfelf.     He  then  reminded  the  Houfe 
that  he  had,  in  the  beginning  of  the  bufinefs,  advifed  them 
by  no  means  to  think  of  an  impeachment,  and  had  urged  the 
extreme  impropriety  of  carrying   articles  to  the  Houfe  of 
Lords,  which  they  would  have  thrown  back  in  their  faces, 
?s  unfuppprted  by  proof  of  any  fort  whatfoever,  and   inca- 
pable of  being  eftablifhed  by  evidence.     The  faft  had  turned 
out,  as  far  as  it  had  proceeded,  exaftly  as  he  had  foretold. 
To  the  charges  that  had  been  voted,  he  had  patiently  attend- 
ed, and  had  not  heard  one  of  them  made  out  clearly  and  fa- 
tisfaftorily ;   if  therefore  they  proceeded  any   farther,  and 
went  up  to  the  other  Houfe,  they  muft  fail  there,  and  the 
difgrace   that  they  meant  for  Mr.  Haftings  would  be  their 
own.     He  had  heard  the  honour  and  juftice  of  the  Houfe 
appealed  to,  in  his  mind,  very  improperly.     Healked,  what 

P  p  z  honour 
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honour  was  there  in  hunting  down  an  individual^  who  de- 
ferved  the  thanks  of  his  country  for  having  done  it  the  moft 
Cgnal  and  eflential  fervices,  and  who  was  it  that  complained 
againft  Mr.  Haftings  r  As  to  juftice,  if  that  were  truly  the 
motive  of  the  Houie,  why  did  they  not  make  retribution  to 
the  perfons  from  whom  Mr.  Haftings  had  taken  the  money, 
which  he  had  applied  to  the  neceflary  purpofes  of  the  Com- . 
panv.     Mr.  Townlhend  juftified  Mr.  Haftings  on  the  ground ' 
of  State  neceffity,  and  faid,  he  deferved  the  higheft  applaufe 
for  having  not  flood  upon  fo  paltry  a  punctilio,  as  confider- 
ing  wheth  r  it  was  rigidly  correft  and  legal,  when  Ke  was    J 
about  to  execute  a  meafure  eflentially  neceflary  to  the  imme-   '1 
diate  fervice  of  the  Company's  affairs,  and  to  the  falvation    i 
of  India.     He  recolledted  when  the  right  honourable  gentle-    .1 
man  (Mr.  Pitt's)  father,  with  an  aftivity  and  vigour  of  exer-    .• 
tion  that  did  him  the  higheft  honour,  forefeeing  that  the    j 
French  were  preparing  for  war,  fent  orders  to  feize  upon  a 
number  of  French  fhips,  and  publicly  fold  them  and  their 
freights  before  there  was  any  declaration  of  war.     At  that 
time,  though  undoubtedly  as  there  had  been  no  declaration 
of  war,  the   aft    was  in  itfelf  illegal;   nobody  thought  of  / 
blaming  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  father,    but,  on    . 
the  contrary,  the  country  rang  with  his  praifes ;  yet  as  the 
nation  meant  juftice,  the  money  that  the  flips  fold  for  and 
contained,  to  the  value  of  600,000 1.   was  afterwards  order- 
ed to  be  returned  to  the  innocent  individuals  to  whom  it  be- 
longed.    The  Alderman  reafoned  upon  this,  and  faid,  that 
making  reft itu tion   to  the  perfons  whofe  property  had  been 
taken,  would  be  more  like  an  aft  of  juftice  than  hunting 
down  an  individual  againft  whom  no  complaint  had  been 
made.     He  concluded   with  expreffing  his   hope    that  the 
Houfe  would  that   night  put  an  end  to  the  proceeding,  by 
confentingxto  the  worthy  Alderman's  motion. 
Fatha-      Mr.  Nathaniel  Smith  then  rofe :.  he  rofe  with  exprefiions  of 
nith.  diftruft  of  his  abilities,  to  expLiin  his  fentiments  on  the  pre- 
fent  occaiion  in  the  manner  he  wiftied  to  do.     But,  after  the  . 
information  he  had  derived  from  the  Company's  records,  and 
the  opinions  he  had  deliberately  avowed  as  a  l^ireftor  of  the 
Eaft-lhdia  Company,  upon  the  political  conduft  of  the  late   . 
Governor  General,  he  could  not  reconcile  it  to  his  feelings 
to  let  fo  important  a  fubjeft,  with  which  he  had  been  in  an- 
other place  much  connefted,  pafs,  without  ftating  to  the 
Houfe  the  motives  which  had  determined  him  to  the  vote  he 
intended  to  give  that  night. 

He  obferved  the  charges  went  to  affeft  the  charafter,  the' 
reputation,  and  the  fortune  of  a  fellow  fubjeft,  who  had  fil- 
led an  arduous,  high  and  important  ftation  under  his  coun- 
try  for  thirteen  years ;  and  when  he  confidered  the  grounds 
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lid  motives  which  impelled  Mr.  H^ftings  to  thofe  purfuits 
sd  anions,  now  arraiigned  by  this  Houfe,  were,  from  didance 
ftime  and  place,  involved  in  a  great  deal  of  obfcurity,  and 
I  feveralref pecks' mifreprefented;  much  as  he  had  condemn- 
iy  and  ftill  continued  to  condemn,  his  political  meafures  ia 
Liious  inftances,  he  thought  it  a  degree  of  jufti^e  due  to  the 
xufed  to  remind  the  Houfe  of  certain  tranfadlions  long 
ice  paft,  but  which,  in  their  confequences,  led  to  thofe 
(difares  from  whence  the  charges  have  been  drawn. 

He  then  obferved,  that  it  had  proved  a  very  unfortunate 
ircumftance  to  this  country,  that,  when  we  hrft  came  into 
be  pofleffion  of  the  Du^nnee  or  royal  revenues  of  Bengal,  a 
uange  infatuation  prevailed,  arifing  out  of  fanguine  repre- 
BDtations  from  ;^broad,  that  the  fources  of  our  new-acquired 
vealth  were  almoft  inexhauftible.  Slumbering  in  fecurity 
9Ter  this  idea,  the  Minifters  and  the  Company  werealite  fo- 
licitous  to  obtain  large  annual  remittances,  from  that  new* 
mjuired  wealth,  to  England.  Therefore,  in  1767,  the  fe- 
coad  year  after  the  acquifition,  Government  brought  the 
Copipany  to  ftipulate  for  the  yearly  payment  of  400,0001. 
M  of  their  revenues,  as  a  participation  for  the  Public  of 
he  furplps  wealth  of  Bengal.  The  Proprietors  were  indu- 
ed to  accede  to  thefe  propoials,  by  the  hope  of  fome  fmall 
innual  increafe  of  their  commercial  dividend,  till  it  extend- 
id  to  twelve  one-half  per  cent,  and  which  Government  might 
^tberwife  have  prevented.  In  ftrift  juftice,  the  difcharge 
if  the  Company's  debts  ought  to  have  preceded  every  other 
^onfideration,  the  duties  to  the  Crown  excepted,  as  they 
lad  been  contra£led  for  the  attainment  of.  thefe  new  acqui- 
Bdons,  and  for  the  carrying  on  a  long  and  expenfive  war 
in  the  Carnatic ;  a  war  the  Company  had  not  been  in  the 
kaft  acceflary  in  bringing  on,  but  the  contrary ;  for  they 
iuri  afed  every  means  to  avoid  taking  a  part  in  it;  but  were 
it  laft,  in  their  own  defence,  dragged  into  the  war  by  the 
^lefs  ambition  of  France,  and  her  intrigues  at  the  Courts 
^  the  Native  Princes. 

This  •  inconfiderate  eagerners  in  the  Minifters,  after  im- 
t^iate  gain  from  the  newly-acquired  revenues,  was  in 
be  higheft  degree  improvident ;  whilft  every  other  objeft 
dative, to  India,  however  important  in  its  nature,  ap- 
pears at  that  time  to  have  been  negledled.  Not  the 
inalleft' conlideration  was  paid  to  the  abilities  of  the  coun- 
ty, to  afford,  befides  the  current  demands  of  the  feveral 
ovemments  in  India,  fo  large  a  furplus  from  the  revenues 
s  became  neceflary  to  fupply  the  wants  at  home.  The  Di- 
e£kors*  inftrudions  undoubtedly  cautioned  the  Rulers  in  In- 
ia  againft  entering  into  wars  with  the  Princes  of  the  coun- 
ry,  and  conftantly  recommended  moderation,  juftice,   and 


294  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1787. 

good  faith,   towards  them.     At  the  fame  time,  the  Direo  1 
tors,  in  their  letters  to  India,  were  under  the  neceffity  tn. 
enjoin  their  fervants  in  the  ftrongeft  terms  to  fendhoanjj 
large  annual  inveftments,  without  drawing  bills  on  the  Con^-  , 
pany,  in  order  to  realize  in  England  fach  confiderable  reaut^ 
tances  from  the  revenues,  through  the  medium  of  the  tradei 
as  (hould  enable  the  Company  to  keep  their  engagementt 
with  the  Public,  and  that  Government  might  on  no  account 
be  difappointed.     This  intemperate  zeal  on  the  part  of«tht 
Minifters  to  grafp  at  immediate  wealth,  he  confidered  as  the 
origin  of  the  wais  in  India,  and  of  all   thofe  diftrefles  and 
cmbarraffments  in  which  we  were  involved  during  the  latter 
years  of  Mr,  Hafting&'  government.    For  the  Rulers  abroad 
goaded  by  the  preffing  demands  of  the  Company  to  fenl 
home  large  annual  inveftments,  without  drawing  bills  oi 
England,  and  anxious  at  the  fame  time,  which  may  natural- 
ly be  fuppofed,  to  gratify  the  only  objcft  Miniilers  appeared 
.    to  have  in  view,  or  to  be  in  the  leaft  attentive  to,  with  regui  ^ 
to  India.     When  they  found  therefore  th^t  the  regular  r*  '^ 
fources  arifing  f^pm  our  revenues  were  inadequate  toil- 
fwer  the  exigencies  of  the  feveral  Governments  in  India,  aol 
fupply  the  wants  at  home,  and  when  they  perceive4  dat ! 
any  doubts  or  apprehenfions  of  the  infufficiency  of  ourre^ 
venues,  to   provide  for  the  engagements  to  Government, 
were  either  difregarded  or  ill  received,  the  Rulers  in  India 
had  recourfe  to  treaties  for  fubfidy  or  tribute  from  the  neigh- 
bouring States,  in  return  for  proteftion  and  afGftance.    And  ! 
hencfe  it  was,  that  Mr.  Haftings,  in  1773,  a  year  and  abai( 
after  he  came  to  the  government  of  Bengal j  in  order  to  I^ 
lieve  the  diftrefles  he  had  found  the  country  groaning  un- 
der, from  an  exhaufted  treafury,  and  an  heavy-bonded  dcbt^ 
was  itnpelled  to  depart  from  that  wife  and  prudent  fyftemrf 
defeace  alone  which  had  been  recomihended  by   the  noUc  y 
Lord,  from  whofe  valour  this  country  derived  its  preiimt 
pofleflions  in  India. 

Mr.  Haftings  having  departed  from  this  defenfive  fyftcffli 
by  extending  it  to  an  ofFenfive  alliance  with  the  Nabob  Vi- 
zier of  Oude,  launched  at  once  into  that  wide  and  dai^ 
rou&  fea  of  politics,  in  which  the  Minifters  of  this  country 
and  the  Company  have  been  floating  ever  fmce,  at  leaft,  till 
within  thefe  laft  two  or  three  years,  when  the  late  aft  of 
Parliament  confined  them  again  to  the  wifer  and  fafer  fyftem 
of  defence  alone.  Mr.  Smith  obferved  he  was  juftified,  in 
the  reaforw  he  had  afligned,  for  Mr.  Haftings'  conduS,  from 
the  Company's  records;  for,  at  the  end  of  1773,  on  his  re- 
turn from  Benares,  fome  altercation  arifing  at  the  Council 
Board,  from  a  member  having  reproached  him  for  furrender- 
ing  vp  the  Mogufs  two  proNiuc^^  ol  Cc^x^Vv  ;i5\d  Iliehabad  to 
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be  Vizier,  he  replied  that  his  objedt  had  not  been  extenfion 
sf  territory,  but  merely  the  attainment  of  a  fum  of  money 
to  relieve  the  diftrefles  of  Bengal,  and  affift  the  wants  at 
home* 

And  Mr.  Haflings,  in  a  letter  to  Shaw  Allum  about  the 
fune  time,  in  reply  to  his  demand  of  tribute,  fays,  *^  the  edge 
"  of  mifery  to  which  this  country  is  reduced,  muft  ruin  it  be- 
^.  yond  redemption,  fliould  we  drain  it  of  its  littje  remaining 
*  wealth.'^  The  Shaw  had  two  years  before  quitted  the  Com- 
pitiy's  proteflion,  and  taken  ihelter  witli  the  Mahrattas, 
who  were  then  our  enemies  :  therefore  admitting  the  Trca- 
fiiry  to  have  overflowed  at  that  time,  it  wouJd  have  been  not 
only  the  height  of  folly  and  imprudence,  but  of  treachery 
jihxo  his  country,  if  in  the  Shaw's  fituation  Mr.  Haftings 
^iad  paid  the  tribute;  yet  the  not  doing  it  has  been  brought 
«i  a  charge  of  criminality  againft  him.  The  Company's  af- 
£ur8  at  home,  about  this  period,  (the  latter  end  of  1772)  as 
fDoft  be  in  the  recolledtionof  many  gentlemen  in  this  Houfe, 
srcre  in  fo  great  a  ftate  of  diftrefs,  that  Government,  alarm- 
^  for  the  e(k&  it  might  have  on  commercial  credit  in  ge- 
neral, obtained  a  loan  from  Parliament  of  1,400,000  1.  in 
&rcl]^uer  bills,  to  induce  the  Bank  to  advance  to  the  Com- 
.  pany  a  fum  of  money  to  that  amount,  under  the  guarantee 
of  the  Public. 

Such  was  the  gloomy  profpeft  of  the  Company's  afFairs 
^in  India  and  in  England  at  the  time  when  Mr.  Haflings 
made  the  treaty  of  Benares  with  the  Nabob  Vizier  of  Oude. 
The  diftrefles  abroad  had  arifen  folely  from  the  extravagant 
vequifitions  made  from  home  for  conAant  annual  remittan- 
ces, beyond  what  the  revenues  of  Bengal  could  afford  ; 
wHilft  the  diftrefles  at  home  had  been  entirely  owing  to  the 
heavy  drains  upon  theTreafury  in  Leadenhatl  Street,  to  dif- 
^arge  the  participation  or  tribute  Government  had  obtained 
from  the  Company  for  the  ufe  of  the  Public,  before  Mini- 
herji  were  at  all  confirmed  in  the  abilities  of  the  country  to 
admit  of  fuch  a  drain,  and  which  they  continued  to  exa£): 
without  inquiry  or  examination,  after  apprehenfions  had 
been  exptelfed  of  the  ruinous  confequences  that  muft  ulti- 
mately attend  a  demand  fo  much  beyond  what  the  revenues 
were  at  all  likely  to  affbrd  for  any  continuance.  For,  ex- 
clufive  of  the  expences  incurred  by  the  Company  for  ftores, 
recruits,  and  various  other  diftjurfements,  that  have  no  re- 
fisrence  to  commerce;  exclufive  of  the  additional  exports  in 
the  manufaftures  of  Great  Britain,  and  of  the  great  increafc 
in  duties  to  the  Crown,  and  in  all  the  commercial  charges 
from  the  extenfion  of  the  inveftments  from  India,  which 
operated^  at  the  fame  time,  to  occafion  a  confiderable  dimi- 
nation  of  the  profits  that  ufed  to  arife  from  the  trade ;  Go- 
vernment 
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Vernment  had  taken,  under  the  plea  of  participation,  be- 
tween March  1767  and  September  1772,  2,2CX^O00i  and 
laid  claim  to  a  farther  fum  that  would  he  due  on  the  fame 
account  the  25th  March  1773,  ^^  170,000!.  Hence  arofe 
the  real  caufe  of  the  deficiency  in  the  Company's  treafary 
to  meet  the  regular  demands.  The  Company  hadf  in  the 
fame  period  in  ^hich  Government  obtained  near  2,oop,oooL| 
received  no  more  than  614,000!.  on  the  Proprietors'  account; 
and  if  the  amount  of  the  rcdu6lion  on  the  commercial  divi- 
dend below  eight  per  cent^  during  this  interval  of  diftrefs, 
which  came  to  306,000 1.  be  taken  from  the  above  excefs  of 
'614,000!.,  the  remainder,  abotJt  308,000 1.,  will  give  the 
whole  amount  that  the  Proprietors  have  received,  beyond  a 
commercial  dividend  of  eight />^r  cent,  in  the  fpace  of  twenty- 
two  years,  from  the  firft  attainment  of  the  Duannee,  in  re- 
turn for  all  the  expences  they  had  incurred,  and  the  hazards 
to  which  their  commercial  property  has  been  expofed  for  ap* 
wards  of  thirty  years.  The  advantages  derived  from  theal- 
liance  entered  into  with  the  Vizier  in  1773,  ^^""^  ^^T  ^"" 
fiderable,  and  came  at  a  very  fortunate  juncSlure  to  releafe 
the  credit  and  engagements  the  Public  had  entered  into,  in 
order  to  afSft  the  Company ;  for,  after  fuch  large  exaSioni, 
the  Minifters  could  not  in  confcience  fuffer  the  Company  to 
fail,  from  negleft  on  the  part  of  Government  to  fupport  them. 
By  means  of  the  pecuniary  aids  from  our  alliance  with- 
the  Vizier,  the  treafury  of  Bengal  became  replenifhed,  the 
debt  on  bond  there,  to  the  extent  of  130  lacks,  or  i,300,CXX>l*) 
dfcharged,  and  fuch  very  confiderable  fupplies  ient  homci 
as  enabled  the  Company  to  pay  ofFthe  1,400,000 1,  in  Exche- 
quer bills  before  they  became  chargeable  on  the  Public;  alfo 
to  pay  ofF  the  170,000!.  due  to  Government  on  account  rf 
participation,  and  to  reduce  their  own  bond  debt  at  home 
from  near  2,900,000!.  to  one  million  and  a  half. 

Thefe  debts  paid  off,  the  Company  had  no  fooner  re- 
turned to  their  commercial  dividend  of  8  per  Cent,  than  tlw 
Minifter,  taking  advantage  of  the  momentary  ftate  of  the 
treafury,  on  the  ift  March  1781,  laid  dalm,  under  the  plea 
of  participation,  to  600,000!.  out  of  760,000!.  which  froiQ 
accidental  circumftances  appeared  upon  the  balance  of  the 
cafh  account  at  that  period :  this  payment  claimed  by  Go^ 
vernment  was  afterwards  adjufted  at  400,000!.;  but  the  de- 
mand had  been  made  without  ever  reverting  to  tlie  ftate  of 
the  current  debts  of  the  Company,  in  order  to  fhevy  what  Wis 
due,  or  growing  due,  upon  the  duties  and  fftights  of  thofe 
goods  which  had  been  brought  to  market  in  tlie  September  fale; 
and  being  cleared  before  the  prompt,  had  occafioned  the  ba- 
lance in  the  treafury;  whereas  if  a  large  part  of  the  goodsy 
siS  has  often  happened,  had  not  been  paid  for  till  after  the 
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ift  of  Mapch^  the  balance  of  caih  in  the  treafury  would 
haye  been  very  inconiiderable. 

Mr*  Smith  obfervedy  that  he  did  not  mean  to  infer  that 
Goveminent  had  no  ground  of  claim  to  the  400>oool.  un- 
ller  the  hard  bargain  the  Company  had  improvidently  yield- 
.ed  to  ;  but  that  he  meant  to  (hew,  from  this  raih  and  hafty 
proceeding  to  demand  fo  large  a  portion  of  an  accidental  ba- 
lance, after  the  warning  experience  had  held  out  of  the  in- 
ability  pf  the  refources  in  India  to  afford  fuch  heavy  drains 
as  C^ovemment  feemed  defirous  to  exafb^  that  their  con« 
duA  plainly  pointed  out  fuch  an  eagernefs  in  Minifters  after 
inimediate  gain,  as  left  the  Company  no  room  to  expe£l  the 
&alleft  indulgence   in  future,   whenever  any  confiderable 
blatace  remained  at  the  annual  clofe  of  the  cafh  account, 
The  eSkSt  this  demand  had  upon  the  Direftdrs  was,  to  drive 
4hem  to  the  neceffity  of  calling  for  the  continuance  of  large 
inveftments  without  drawing  bills  of  exchange :  whilft  the 
fenrants  in  Bengal,  finding  the  former  extraordinary  fupplics 
almoft  exhaufted ;  that  cafual  aids  feemed  to  be  the  principal 
ik\e&  Minifters  looked  up  to  from  India ;  and  that  they  had 
ezpreiled  qo  difapprobation  of  the  temporary  alliance  made 
•  *ith  the  Nabob  Vizier  in  1773 ;  which  it  undoubtedly  be- 
came the  immediate  duty,  of  the  (ervants  of  the  Crown  to  have 
flone,  whenever  they  faw  political  mifcondufl  in  any  of  the 
nieafures  adopted  by  the  Company  in  England  or  in  India : — 
&QIP  thefe  circumflances   the    fupreme  government  were 
Aimujated  to  purfue  farther  extraordinary  aids  from  fimilar 
afliances  with  other  flates,  in  return  for  protedion  and  af- 
fiftance ;  by  which  means  the  Governor  General  became  en- 
tangled in  negociations  and  intrigues  with  the  Rajahs  of 
pundlecund  and  Berar,  the  Rana  of  Gohud  and  others,  un- 
til the  jealoufies  of  the  three  great  powers  of  Decan  and 
[ndoftan  became  awakened  for  their  future  fafety ;  and  en- 
^uraged  by  war  breaking  out  in  Europe,  whereby  France 
pras  enabled  to  take  an  open  and  aSive  part  in  the'  politics 
if.  India,  and  afford  them  affiflance;  and  being  farther  em- 
loldeoed  by  the  difgraceful  convention  at  Wargaum ;  thofe 
isitive  powers  were  induced  to  throw  afide  that  natural  dif- 
itift  and  animoiity  towards  each  other,  fo  prevalent  among 
leipotic  fiates,  and  to  enter  4nto  one  common  league  for  our 
leftrmflion,  by  determining  to  attack  us  at  the  fame  time  in 
lengal,   the  Carnatic,   and  on  the  weilern  fide  of  India : 
Old  hence  arofe  that  formidable  combination  for  our  extir* 
lation  made  between  the  Nizam,  Hyder,  the  Pefhwa,  and 
be  ieveral  Mahratta  ftates  dependant  on  the  Poonah  go« 
eniment. 

He  defired,  that  he  might  not  be  confidered  by  the  Houfe 
ft  a  defender  of  Mr.  Hailings'  political  conduit ;   on  tho 
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coilffary,  he  faid,  that  as  a  Diredlor,  he  had  conftantly  oppO' 
fed  every  attempt  to  grafp  at  oflfenfive  alliances  in  India  for  the 
attaihittent  of  fubfidy,  tribute,  or  dominion,  or  the  right  to 
interfere  in  the  internal  government  of  any  ftate  the  Com- 
pany might  enter  into  alliance  with,  upon  the  ground  of 
their  prote<9:ing  authority.  Thefe  he  had  oppofed,  becaufe 
he  held  fuch  an  extenfive  fyftem  of  policy  incompatible  with 
the  true  ihtereft  of  Great  Britain  in  her  relative  fituation 
to  thofe  ^^p^ndant  provinces  fo  diilant  from  the  feat  of  em- 
pire; dangerous  to  the  lafting  fecurity  of  thofc  provinces,; 
and  unavoidably  leading,  from  circumftances  arifing  out  of 
fituation^  to  frequent  zSts  of  oppreflion  and  injuftice;  not 
from  any  peculiar  depravity  of  mind  in  thofe  particular  per* 
fons  to  whofe  lot  it  had  fallen  to  be  fent  into  fuch  fitua- 
tions ;  but  from  the  imperfedlions  inherent  throughout  hu- 
man nature,  whi<::h  under  fimilar  temptations  would  operate 
on  almoft  all  mankind  alike,  and  prompt  then^  to  embrace 
the  fame  pecuniary  advantages  when  they  came,  in  their 
way. 

For,  faid  Mr.  Smith,  when  two  powers  exift  in  the  fame 
ftate,  neither  of  which  can  legally  control  the  other,  as  in  the 
cafe  of  auxiliaries,  whofe  ftrctigth  happens  to  exceed  the  mi- 
litary force  of  that  ftate  which  folicits  their  proteftion,  the  na- 
tural confequence  miift  be,  that  the  exifting  ftate  being  the 
opulent  and  weaker  power  will,  in  order  to  guard  againft  op- 
preflion and  irregularity  from  the  ftronger,  have  recourfe  to 
intrigues  and  pecuniary  indulgences  to  keep  the  proteAinK 
forces  in  temper,  and  prevent  them  from  running  into  exac- 
tions and  excefles  difficult  to  deteiSb,  or  to  reftrain  when  deted* 
ed : — 'that  this  fort  of  double  government  or  undefined  autho- 
rity had  prevailed- in  the  Carnatic  thefe  thirty  years  paft;  io 
Tanjoreever  fince  1773;  and  has  been  precifely  the  fituation 
in  Oudc  from  1775,  when,  upon  the  death  of  Sujal^  Dowlahi 
the  fupreme  government  entered  into  a  new  and  more  ex- 
tenfive treaty  with  his  fon  and  fucceflbr ;  making  Oude  the 
northern  barrier  to  the  Britifti  poiTeffions ;  and  ftipulating  to 
receive  certain  monthly  payments  for  the  maintenance  of  a 
whole  brigade,  to  be  flitioned  for  the  protedtion  of  the 
Vizier's  country  in  cantonments  on  its  weftern  boundary* 
A  civil  eftablifhment  of  a  refident  and  afliftants  was  like* 
wife  fixed  at  Lucknow,  in  order  to  pay  the  troops^  and  for 
the  purpofe  of  receiving  the  ftipulated  fubfidy  as  the  naontfaly 
payments  became  due;  to  watch  over  likewife  any  intrigues 
carrying  on  at  the  Vizier's  court,  which  the  refidept  was 
conftantly  to  keep  the  fupreme  govermnent  informed  of 
from  time  to  time,  and  to  give  the  Vizier  his  advice  as  occa- 
iion  might  require.  Befidks  thefe  Britlfli  forces,  the  Vi- 
zier bad   about  8000  I101&  ^lud  foot^  which  were  con- 
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fidered  to  be  more  immediately  his  own;  thefe  were  to 
be  paid  under  the  infpe£tion  and  authority  of  the  refi* 
dent,  and  to  be  diiciplined  and  commanded  by  Britifti  offi- 
cers fele^d  for  that  purpofe;  but  whilft  they  remain- 
ed'in  the  fervice  of  the  Vizier,  and  were  confidered  as  his 
troops,  thefe  oflkers  were  not  liable  to  martial  law: 
by  this  meafure  forty-eight  Britifhfuhjefls  were  placed  over 
his  troops,  who  were  under  no  control  from  the  laws  of 
their  own  country;  fo  that  removal  or  recall  remained  the 
fole  remedy  aeainfl  any  excefles  they  might  run  jnto,  ancji 
the  only  punimment  for  any  oppreilions  or  exadlions  they 
might  commit. 

He  faid,  this  treaty  and  thefe  new  and  exteufive  arrange* 
ments  had  been  made  when  Mr.  Haftings  had  not  the  afcen- 
dancy  at  the  Council  Board,  therefore  they  ought  not  to  bje 
imputed  to  him ;  they  were  made  when  General  Clavering 
and  Mr.  Monfon's  influence  predominated  there ;  two  men 
whofe  memory  he  highly  refpe£led,  whom  he  confidered  to 
have  been  as  upright  charafters  as  ever  lived,  and  who  would 
never  have  committed  fo  grofs  a  miflake,  could  they  have 
foreieen  the  confequences. 

However,  this  great  error  in  fufFering  Britifli  fubjefts  in 
Dude  to  exercife  military  authority  independent  of  any  le- 
gal or  regular  control  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  origin  or 
principal  fource  of  all  the  exceiles  and  irregularities  which 
bad  arifen  in  the  Vizier's  country,  and  which  no  fubfe- 
^ent  checks  or  reftraints  had  been  able  to  countera(fl  in  any 
material  degree,  or  to  any  efFe£tual  purpofe. 

If,  faid  Mr.  Smith,  we  may  be  allowed  to  judge  from 
Mr.  Haftings'  minutes  and  remarks  from  time  to  time,  it 
will  clearly  appear  tliat  he  early  faw  the  dangerous  fituation 
in  which  our  protecting  influence  had  involved  the  domi- 
nions of  Oude;  he  felt  for  the  diftrelTes  our  connexions 
with  the  Vizier  had  brought  upon  his  country ;  but  he  knew 
not  how  to  difengage  us ; — on  the  one  hand  he  was  afraid  that 
%o  continue  our  proteftion  would  end  in  the  impoveriftiment 
and  ruin  of  the  dominions  of  Oude;  on  the  other,  to  retire 
he  feemed  to  think  was  jmpoflible  witli  any  degree  of  ore- 
Hit  to  the  Britift>  name  in  India,  or  with  the  fafety  and  per- 
fnanent  fecurity  of  thofe  valuable  acqviifitions  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, the  provinces  qf  Bengal  and  Bahar. 

From  thefe  embarraflTments,  he  aflTerted,  thofe|  various 
changes  and  alterations  had  arifen,  which  were  to  be  found 
in  the  late  Governor  General's  minutes  and  rjefolves  in  coun- 
cilf  and  in  his  inftrudions  given  at  diflferent  times  to  his 
s^nts  in  Oude;  and  whoever  perufed  them  difpaflionately 
and  with  attention,  would  eafily  trace  Mr.  Haftings' appre- 
henfions  for  the  fate  of  that  country,  and  would  ^perceive 
^    '  (i,q  2  his 
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his  folic! tude  to  prefer ve  it  from  fialling  a  prey  to  domeftie 
diflentions,  or  from  being  difmembered  by  the  imbecility 
and  diflradbion  of  its  government,  the  rapacity  and  treachcr^ 
of  its  own  fubjefts,  and  the  fecret  liberalit;;es  of  the  Vizier 
to  his  protedlors. 

However,  he  obferved,  Mr.  Haftings  may  have  erred  in 
political  meafures,  and  erred  he  certainly  had ;  however  un- 
fortunately for  the  Company  thofe  meafures  had  clofed,  he 
was  convinced  the  late  Governor  General  was  adluated  by 
no  private  motives,  but  merely  from  a  laudable  defire  to  ag- 
grandize and  enrich  his  country. 

The  temporary  alliance  entered  into  with  Sujah  Dowhh 
in*i773,  he  reminded  the  Houfe,  had  been  produ£live  of 
eflerltial  advantages;  having  relieved  the  Company  from 
very  alarming  diftrefles  both  abroad  and  at  home^  and  which 
had  been  entirely  owing  to  the  inconfideratenefs  and  preci- 
pitancy of  Minifters;  whom,  he  conceived,  were  by  no 
means  ignorant  at  the  time  of  the  fource  from  whence  thofe 
pecuniary  advantages  were  derived ;  arfd  certain  he  was,  that 
they  had  never  ftated  that  fource  as  a  ground  of  objedion 
on  their  part,  to  appropriate  the  money  fo  procured  to  the 
ufes  of  the  Public;  though,  he  obferved.  Government  had 
received  fcven-eighths  of  the  aids  derived  from  that  tempo- 
rary alliance. 

He  faid,  that  the  -fubfequent  alliances,  or  rather  negociations  . 
for  thofe  purpofes,  did  not  prove  fo  fuccefsful  as  the  treaty 
made  in  1773  ;  they  had  not  only  been  unproduftive  of  any 
pecuniary  advantages,  but  had  led  to  combinations  and  wars 
againft  us,  which  were  attended  in  the  end  with  alarming 
and  humiliating  circumftances. 

The  dangers  and  diftrefles  from  thofe  wars  with  Hydcr 
^nd  the  Mahrattas  were  greatly  increafed  by  two  events^ 
.which  the  fupreme  Government  were  in  nowife  refponfiUe 
for.  ;  Theonew^as  the  war  in  Europe,  whereby  France  be- 
came enabled  to  take  an  a6Uve  and  open  part  in  the  politics 
of  India,  and  to  encourage  and  affift  our  enemies.  The 
other  was  the  fatal  cataftrophc  which  hefel  the  Camatiq 
from  Hyder's  uninterrupted  irruption,  when  he  firft  marched 
againft  it ;  by  which  means  he  committed  fiich  devaftationij 
as  he  advanced,  as  made  it  difficult  to  diflodge  him.  This 
arofe  entirely  from  negledl  and  inattention  oil  the  part  of 
that  government  which  immediately  preceded  Lord  Macart- 
ney's arrival.  Fortunate  indeed  it  would  have  been,  hc 
Vaid,  for  the  Company,  if  his  Lordfliip's  appointment  to 
tlie  head  of  the  government  of  Fort  St»  George  had 
tnken  place  ten  or  twelve  months  fooner  than  it  did;  Hy* 
iler,  in  that  cafe,  would  \\ave  bttw  mel  ^x.  \vvi  ^^^  t.YvVt^!Qcc 
;/jfo  riie  Caniatic,  by  a  force  tuffidenx.  to  iLtvN^>\\vcw\».^^^ 
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dfe  by  inTading  of  Myfore,  our  troops  would  have  found 
hiBi  full  employment  in  the  defence  of  his  own  dominions. 

He  aflerted,-if  neither  of  thefe  two  unfortunate  events 
had  happened,  there  would  have  been  a  reduAion  of  at  leaft 
three  millions  in  the  expences  incurred  in  the  general  war  in 
Indiay  without  reckoning  in  any  part  of  the  accumulating 
intereft  that  has  arifen  fmce  the  peace  took  place. 

And  that  if  the  Company  had  only  had  the  three  native 
powers  to  contend  with,  and  the  government  of  Fort  St. 
George  had  been  prepared  to  counteraft  the  view%  of  Hyder, 
formidable  as  their  combination  appeared,  tliis  country,  be- 
yond a  doubt,  would  have  dictated  the  Mahratta  peace,  and 
the  conditions  would  in  that  cafe  have  been  as  honourable  as 
they  wer^  humiliating. 

He  faid,  that  the  Carnatic  alone,  from  the  ravages  to 
which  it  iSvas  expofed,  and  the  temporary  annihilation  of  a 
very  confiderable  part  x>{  its  revenues,  had  been  neceffitated 
to  draw  fupplies  from  the  Supreme  Council,  which  in  three 
years  had  anK)unted  to  2CX)  lacks  of  current  rupees,  and  84 
6f  then!  iri  fpecie:  thefe  heavy  drains  to  provide  for  the 
troops  in  the  Camatic,  joined  to  the  enormous  expences  in- 
curred by  the  army  warring  on  the  weftern  fide  of  India,  fo 
ekhaufted  the  refources  of  Bengal,  as  to  drive  the  Governor 
General,  in 'the  hour  of  danger  and  difmay,  in  order  to  re- 
lieve the  public  wants,  to  a£l  upon  the  defpotfc  principles  of 
thoftt  Afiatic  States  ;  by  endeavouring  to  extort  frohi  the 
Rajah  of  Benares  fome  portion  of  the  wealth  he  fiad  hoarJ- 
td  in  Bedgee  Ghirr,  and  to  exaft  from  the  Begums  of  Oude, 
under  the-  concurrence  of  the  Vizier,  the  payment  of  the 
arrears  of  fubfidy  due  from  that  country,  in  return  for  our 
prote6lion;  the  treafury  of  the  Begums  being  the  only  re- 
fourcein  the  Vizier^s  dominions,  from  whence  thofe  arrears 
could-be  difchar^ed. 

The  Nabob  V  izier,  he  obferved,  was  a  weak  and  indolent 
Prince^  and  his  revenues  were  at  that  period  in  a  very  de- 
'clihing  ftate,  the  diftrifts  under  the  Begums  excepted ;  who 
Would  fooner  have  parted  with  the  whole  of  their  treafure  to 
i>romote  our  ruin,  than  a  part  of  it  to  af&fl:  us.  That  the 
country  of  pude  was  in  much  confufion;  the  government 
feeble  and  ill  adminiftered  ;  which  muft  ever  be  the  cafe,  he 

,  faid,  where  an  ill-defined  authority  and  fecret  influence  pre- 
vailed: that  the  Vizier's  Minifter  was  rapacious,  and  treache- 
rous alike  to  his  Mafter  and  the  Company :  that  the  great 
hicn  of  Oude,  difgufted  at  our  control  or  interference,  and 
jealpns  of  our  future  deCgns,  were  difcontentcd  with  their 
Princej  whom  they  defpifed,  and  ripe  for  revolt :  that  the 
fubfidy  due  under  treaty  was  largely  in  aitcais^  ^vid  ta.^jvAl^ 

'  intrcaSngm 
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In  addition  to  the  brigade  ftationed  in  Oude,  he  faid  the 
war  had  made  a  farther' detachment  of  five  battalions,  necef- 
fary  for  the  prote£tion  of  Rohilcund:  thefe  troops,  as  well 
i  as  the  brigade,  the  Vizier  had  ftipulated  to  pay  for ;  but, 
from  failure  in  the  difcharge  of  the  fubfidy,  the  troops  in 
Oude  had  fallen  into  arrears,  and  Bengal  was  totally  unable 
to  afford  from  her  treafury  the  fmallcfl  affiflance  towards 
their  fupport. 

That,  at  the  period  alluded  to,  the  end  of  April  1 781, 
Fort  St.  George  owed  on  bond,  and  on  arrears,  in  the  civil 
and  military  departments,  upwards  of  26  lacks  of  pagodas, 
with  not  quite  a  lack  of  pagodas  in  the  treafury ;  and  above 
40,000  forces  in  the  field,  under  the  Prefidency  a£^ing  for 
the  recovery  of  thofe  diflridls  in  the  Carnatic,  which  Hy- 
der  had  wreiled  from  us. 

That  Bombay  had  no  more  than  three  lacks,  90,000  ru- 
pees in  the  treafury,  and  the  debts  on  bond  of  that  Prefiden- 
cy amounted  to  upwards  of  90  Idcks  of  current  rupees; 
whilft  the  Kelfa,  or  general  treafury  at  Calcutta,  had  no 
more  in  it  than  fix  one-half  lacks  of  rupees,  bills  receivable 
included  ;  and  the  fupreme  Government  owed  at  the  fame 
time  on  bond  and  other  debts  one  hundred  and  twenty-fcven 
one-half  lacks  of\  current  rupees;  a  fituation  truly  alarming, 
and  which  fujEciently  indicated  the  neceflSty  of  procuring 
extraneous  aids,  by  «vpry  method  to  be  fuggefled ;  as  four 
different  armies  were  to  be  provided  for  in  the  field,  amount- 
ing together  to  upwards  of  j 00,000  regular  forces. 

Mr.  Smith  obferved,  the  plan  for  exading  from  the  Be- 
gums a  fum  of  money  equal  to  the  arrears,  did  not  origi- 
nate with  Mr.  Haflings,  as  he  had  been  well  informed,  but 
had  been  firft  fug^efted,  and  afterwards  encouraged,  by  the 
Minifter  of  the  vizier  Hyder  Beg  Kahn;  perhaps,  he  faid, 
to  conceal  the  declining  ft  ate  of  the  revenues  of  thofe  exten- 
iive  diftri£ls  under  his  direftion,  or  to  indulge  his  refent- 
xnent  againflt  the  confidential  fervants  of  the  Begums,  and  at 
the  fame  time  gratify  the  avarice  of  himfelf  and  bis  depen- 
dants by  the  private  plunder  of  the  palace.  Whatever 
might  he  the  fecret  motive  of  the  Minifter  in  the  advice  he 
gave  at  that  alarming  crifis?,  Mr.  Haflings,  finding  himfelf 
Inrrounded  on  every  fide  with  diftrefs  and  danger,  adopted 
the  advice ;  and  it  is  to  be  lamented  he  did  not  fairly  and 
openly  avow  the  real  n^otjve  for  fo  oppreffivea  meafure,  thaa 
attempt  to  cover  it  under  any  other  pretext.  When  the  Be- 
gums had  refufed  to  comply  with  the  requifition,  force  only 
could  compel  them.  In  the  excrcife  of  it  fome  .cruelties 
were  likely  to  arife,  and  feme  would  probably  be  magnified. 
The  MiniftePs  treatment  of  the  eunuchs  or  confidential  fer- 
rsuits  of  the  Begums  in  their  confinement,  whilfl  they  were 

'      under 
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Dnder  his  care^  was  highly  improper,  and  ought  not  to  have 
been  fufiered  where  our  interference  could  have  prevented  it. 
The  withholding  from  the  inferior  women  of  the  palace  and 
the  children  the  neceflary  fubfiftence  for  two  or  three  days, 
was  a  wanton  a£l  of  cruelty,  not  to  be  palliated.  It  could 
not  in  the  leaft  promote  the  objedi  in  view,  and  was  fure  to 
increafe  the  national  hatred  againft  us.  But  this  ought  not 
to  be  imputed  to  Mr.  Haftings ;  for  he  knew  nothing  of  the 
circnmfiance  till  after  it  was  over.  The  h&  is,  that  it  arofe 
bom  a  great  want  of  attention  on  the  part  of  the  Britiih 
agent,  ai^  the  malice  and  refentment  of  the  Vizier^s  Mi- 
nifies to  whofe  direction  the  carrying  of  the  meafure  into 
execution  had  been  committed;  whilfl  the  Britifh  troops 
were  only  ftationed  to  prevent  tumults  and  infurredlions  on 
the  occafion. 

Mr.  Smith,  at  the  fame  time,  gave  it  as  his  opinion, 
that  the  interference  of  Britifh  authority  in  the  domeftic 
concerns  of  the  Vizier,  or  any  other  native  Prince  we  had 
undertaken  to  proted^,  was  not  to  he  juftified  in  the  eye  of 
reafon  or  found  policy ;  nor  ought  any  fuch  meafures  ever 
to  receive  thefan£lion  or  approbation  of  that  Houfe. 

He  lamented  that  the  tranfaftions  of  Benares  and  Oude 
had  been  revived;  as  he  fincerely  wifhed  that  a  veil  had  re- 
mained over  them,  and  they  had  been  left  to  fmk  into  obli- 
Tion»  For  he  obferved,  however,  Mr.  Haftings  might,  out 
of  political  prudence,  be  folicitous  to  furnifli  fome  colour* 
able  ground,  at  the  time  in  tlie  eyes  of  the  furroundingState.% 
for  this  arbitrary  conduft  towards  the  Rajah  of  Benares  and 
the  Begums  of  Oude,  and  there  might  be  policy  in  fuch  a 
ftep;  yet  the  real  motives  that  impelled  him  to  thofe  af^s 
were  undoubtedly  to  procure  confiderable  fums  of  rao- 
neyfor  the  public  fervice  at  a  dangerous  criiis. 

The  methods,  he  faid,  that  had  been  ufed  to  obtain  the 
money,  were  violent  and  oppreflfive,  and  fuch  as  are  too  often 
pra£lifed  in  Afiatic  governments ;  but  which  the  mild  prin- 
ciples of  our  happy  conflitution  teach  us  to  turn  away  from 
with  difgufl  and  horror.  That  the  fanAion  and  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Vizier,  or  any  other  Indian  Prince,  could  never 
beconfidered  asajuftificatiou  for  the  interference  of  Britifli 
authority  in  any  fuch  defpotic  meafures;  that  heconfidered  the 
fole  extenuation,  the  only  pofCble  ground  on  which  a£l:s  of 
fo  much  violence  could  in  any  degree  he  vindicated,  to  reft 
Upon  the  critical  fituation  of  affairs,  and  the  pecuniary  dif- 
tiefles  Bengal  laboured  under  at  that  time,  and  which  appear- 
ed from  the  flate  of  the  treafuries  in  1781  ;  as  they  evident- 
ly fhewed  the  exadtions  to  have  made  upon  the  fpur  of  ne- 
ceffity,  to  aiBft  the  preffing  demands  pourinj^  in  upon  the 
Bengal  treafury  from  every  (quarter  where  our  numerous  for- 
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ces  lay ;  and  to  prevent,  if  poffible,  the  armies  in  the  field 
under  different .  leaders  fromi  falling  too  largely  into  arrearSi 
left  any  of  them  Ihould  be  tempted  to  diibaiid  or  mutiny 
for  want  of  pav;  either  of  thofe  cixcumftances,  in  the  alarm* 
«  ing  fituation  01  the  Company's  affairs,  muft  have  prpved  £i- 
tal  to  the  Britifh  exiftence  in  India  :  but  if  difaffe£tion  Jiad 
fpread  among  the  native  troops,  and  mutiny  prevailed,  if 
that  dangerous  flame  had  once  been  lighted  Up,  a  general 
maffacre  of  the  Europeans  would  probably  have  enfued^  aoj 
net  a  Briton  have  returned  to  relate  the  melancholy  event. 
Much,  Mr.  Smith  obferved,  had  been  faid  on  the  fubjed 
of  the  prefents,  and  criminal  charges  had  been  founded  oa 
them,  not  from  proof  of  their  having  been  taken  for  private 
or  corrupt  purpofes,  but  from  fufpicion  arifing  out  of  fecre* 
cy  in  the  receipt  or  acceptance.     For  his  part,  he  was  cofc 
fident  they  had  been  applied  to  the  ufes  of  Government, 
however  blameable  the  Governor  General  may  have  beeo^ 
how  much  foever  to  be  condemned  for  having  originally 
received  them.  That  the  higher  the  rank  of  any  tranfgr^r,    | 
the  more  dangerous  became  the  example  from  fuch  tranf-  ; 
greffion  ;  from  which  confideration  alone,  in  all  probability, 
arofe,   he  faid,  that  myftery  and  concealment  which  had 
led  to  the  fuggeftions  of  corrupt  motives  in  tlie  Governor 
General. 

The  jfirft  prefents  had  been  received  in  06lober  and  No- 
vember 1780,  when  the  Company's  fituation  was  ferious  and 
alarming:  the  others  had  been  obtained  in  1781,  and  a  le- 
view  of  the  feveral  treafuries  at  the  time,  of  the  arrean 
then  owing,  and  the  debts  that  had  been  con t rafted,  will  ^ 
clearly  point  out  our  pecuniary  diftrefles  in  India  at  that 
period. 

He  had  been  confirmed  in  his  belief  of  the  application  of 
the  prefents  to  public  ufes  from  private  information,*  derived 
from  a  man  of  high  integrity,  a  brave  and  gallant  officer 
now  no  more,  but  to  whole  valour  and  military  talents  the 
Company  were  much  indebted.  This  information,  he  faid, 
was  conveyed  to  him  for  very  different  purpofes,  and  related 
to  a  different  fubjedl ;  but  fome  explanatory  circumftance* 
that  accidentally  occurred  had  fully  fatisfied  his  mind  as.  to 
the  intended  application  of  the  prefents,  and,  the  motives 
and  objefis  which  had  induced  Mr.  Haffings  to  deviate 
from  inftrudtions,  he  would  elfe  have  faithfully  adhered  to. 

He  did  not  mean  to  fay  Mr.  Haftings  was  fully  to  be  jufti* 

fied  in  breaking  through  regulations  it  was  his  duty  to  main* 

tain;  but  he  meant  to  obferve,  that  an  executive  power,  dc- 

legated  to  a  few  individuals  sAVke,  \N\xVvout  any  real  diftinc- 

tion  of  authority   exiftvng  m  2xvj  ow^  ol  \V%  vcv^xs^x^  q^ml 

the  red,  had  generally  been  foMivJi  oiv^  oi  \3aa^^\^  ^ssino% 
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the-  different  fyflems  of  government   that  had  prevailed  in 
the  world. 

That  Mr.  Haftings  had  a  nominal  authority  and  an  addi- 
tional refponCbility,  as  the  iirit  member  of  the   Govern- 
ment; but  in  its  executive  a£ls  his  real  power  did  not  ex- 
tend beyond,  a  fingle  voice,  the  fame  as  every  other  mem-   , 
bcr,  whilft  the  fecond  member  of  the  Government  being  the 
Comiqander  in  Chief,  naturally  drew  after  him  tlie  military 
inflaence.     He  obferved,  that  the  fyftem  Mr.  Haftings  had 
to  ftrvggle  with,  was  from  its  nature  liable  to  contention, 
procraftination,  and  dday.     For  an  executive  government, 
Gpnfifting  of  five  men,  each  inverted  with  equal  authority, 
maft  be  incapable  of  any  great  exertion;  and  that  manage- 
ment ojr  intrigue  could  only  prevent  its  wheels  from  being 
continually  impfeded.  That  fuch  a  fituation  under  great  emer- 
gencies, where  public  good  was  evidently  the  objevSl,  would 
eicufe  a  departure  from  general  orders  and  reftridlions,  and 
almoil  juftify  irregularities  to  any  extent. 

He  obferved  much  had  been  laid  on  the  fubjetSb  of  Zemin- 
dar«,  their  rights  and  authority ;  and  that  the  fuppreflion 
•of their  power  n"i  feveral  inftances  had  been  thrown  out 
as  a  charge  of  criminality  againft  the  late  Governor  Ge- 
neral.    He  apprehended,  from  the  variety  of  opinions  re- 
fpeding  their  inheritance,  that  we  were  not  clearly  inform- 
ed on  the  hereditary  privileges  and  immunities  annexed  to 
.the  office  and  ftation  of  a  2emindar  under  the  Mogul  em- 
pire.    This  he  thought  might  in  a  great  meafure  have  arifen 
from  the  different  ranks  and   authorities  given  to  that  de- 
fcriptiqn  of  men  in  different  local  fituations. 

They  had  rights,  he  ftated,  which  under  certain  reftric- 
tions  were  hereditary ;  they  had  an  intereft  in  the  foil  from 
the  permanency  given  to  their  fituation ;  but  the  Prince  was 
the  fole  proprietor  of  the  lands  throughout  the  empire,  and 
entitled  to  certain  (hares  of  their  produce ;  however,  he 
might  fometimes  alienate,  or  transfer  in  particular  diftri£ts 
under  diff*erent  tenures,  and  for  different  periods,  a  part  or 
the  whole  of  fuch  portions,  as  rewards  to  individuals  for 
military  fervices,  or  as  an  encouragement  to  cultivation,  or 
fofcharitable  and  religious  ufes,  and  various  other  purpofes. 
That  even  the  lands  allotted  to  the  Zemindars,  for  the  main- 
tenance of  their  families,  or  the  fupport  of  their  dignity, 
remained  with  them  no  longer  than  they  continued  in  their 
Zemindaree.  That  the  office  has  ufually  dcfcended  to  the 
pofterity  of  the  Zemindar  under  the  ceremony  of  fine  and 
inveftiture ;  but  a  material  decreaie  in  the  cultivation,  or 
decline  in  the  population  of  the  diftrift,  \iad  \iee\\  fetftfc* 
t/ntes  confidered  as  a  ground  to  difpoffefs  h\n\.  T\\;iX.  ^N\vati 
fem/nJars  fii7  in  their  engagements  to  tlx^SxaXe^  \>W5vx^ 
VOL.  XXIL  R  r  las*. 
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not  to  the  extent  to  juftify  removal,  Supervifors  or  other  of- 
ficers of  Government  had  often  been  fent  into  the  Zeminda- 
ries  to  inquire  into  the  caufes,  and  had  farmed  out  the  lands, 
and  exercifed  authority  under  the  Duannee  Laws,  indepen- 
dent of  the  Zemindar.     That  many  of  thole  landholders, 
taking  advantage  of  oijr   ignorance  when   we  firft  becnooe 
mafters  of  the  country,  alienated   certain   portions  of  their 
lands  in  tlicir  rcfpec^ive  diftridls  to  relations  and  dependents, 
.which  rig.'itfully  belonged  to  the  State,  reprefenting  them 
to  us  under  the  defcription  of  ancient  appropriations,  for 
the  purpofe  of  charity,  and  for  other  religious  ufes.  That  fucb 
tranfa^tions  were  grounds  fufficient   to  authorife  a  revifiop 
and  inquiry,  and  to  juftify  the  Governor  and  Council  in  farm- 
ing out  the  lands  independent  of  the  Zemindars.    Thatthefe 
were  the  motives  which  had  led  the  fervants  in  Bengal  to  in- 
terfere in  the  jurifdidion  of  the  Zemindars,  and  to  reftraia 
feveral  of  thein  in  the  exercife  of  their  authority- 
He  then  proceeded  to  remark,  that  he  had  never  attempt- 
ed, as  a  Dire<5lor,  to  conceal  or  colour  oyer  Mr.  Haftingj^ 
defpotic  atSls,  or  any  of  the  errors  or  mifconduft  in  his  pq^ 
litical  purfuits  ;  that  be  had  always  acquitted  him  of  private 
yiews,  or  any  fellifti  motive  whatever;  having  imppted  thofc 
purfuits  to  the  vices  of  ambition,  and  «->  miftaken  zealtooH 
rich  his  country  ;  but  while  he  freely  and  openly  coildenm- 
ed  his  political  vices,  he  hoped  and  trufted  that  he  had  nqt 
been  blind  or  inattentive  to  his  public  virtues ;  and  which  had 
■  marked  his  charadler  in  various  inftances  :  fuch  as  in  hi?  dii- 
intereftednefs  and  contempt  of  money  ;  in  the  liberality  qf 
his"  mind;  in  his  encouragement  to  learned  men,  arid  to  th 
promoting  feminaries  of  learning  for  the  attainment  of  the 
languages,  the   cuftoms,  manners,  laws,  and  religious  cere- 
monies of  the  Hindoos   and   Mahometans;    circumftancqs 
which  all  defcriptions  of  men,  who  ha4  reCded  in  Bengal 
(Juring  any  part  of  his  government  alike  concurred  in,  wh^  . 
ther  thuy  Jiad  been  countenanced  by  him  or  negle6led.  Thali 
if  he   had  been  eager  after  v/enlth,  if  avarice  had  predomi- 
naled  in  liis  breall,  he  might,  during  the  thirteen  years  be 
governed,  have  realized   in   this  country  more  than  half  a 
million  Sitrling  bt*yond  the  reach  of  any  power  exifting  in 
our  conftitution  to  have  legally  taken  it  from  him. 

He  was  confident  his  fortune  was  inferior  to  the  fortune 
of  many  who  had  ferved  under  him;  and  he  begged  to  affure 
the  Houle,  that  he  would  not  prefume  to  make  fuch  an  af- 
fertion,  but  from  information  that  he  was  well  conyinced 
would  not  miflead  him. 
He  aflerted  that  the  \nte\T\A\  ^Tof^)erity  of  Bengal  had  been 
W^^l  attended  to  under  My.  Y\aK\u^^'  ^^\jMiT\\7j  \  that  the 
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intricate  fyftem  of  ^nance  had  been  fully  fearched  into  and 
explained  under  Iiis  diredion ;  and  was  much  better  under- 
ftood  than  when  he  came  to  the  government ;  that  his  lelec- 
tion  of  mm  of  abilities   and  integrity  for  that  great  end, 

and  for  other  ufeful  branches  of  information  ;  the  encou- 
ragement he  gave  to  improvements  in  the  cultivation  of 
the  foil,  and  in  the  manufactures  of  thofe  provinces ;  and 
his  unwearied  attention  to  the  general  welfare  of  the  Bri- 
tifli  pofleflions  in  Bengal,  would  long  be  remembered  to 
his  credit  in  that  country. 

That  many  of  the  great  funilies  in  Bengal  had  fallen  into 
decay^  or  were  difperfetl,  couM  not  be  denied ;  but  that  he 

■  obferved  muft  ever  be  the  cafe,  when  countries  not  only 
change  their  mailers,  but  fall  undf^r  a  foreign  rule.  In  the 
Carnatic,  the  veftiges  of  the  ancient  principal  families  were 
done  away  in  a  much  greater  degree  than  in  l.'cng.i!,  without 
the  famecaufes;  but  merely  from  the  ambition  and  avarice 
of  the  Nabob  of  Arcot.  That  though  the  great  families  in 
Bengal  were  many  of  them  difperfeJ  or  fallen  into  decay, 
yet  the  ryots,  or  hufbandmen,  tlie  manufacflurers,  and  every 
inferior  defcription  of  inhabitants,  he  was  well  convinced, 
enjoyed  as  much  perfonal  freedom  and  fecurity  of  property 
as  ever  tiiey  did  under  the  wifell,  the  moft  powerful  and  hu- 
mane of  their  own  Princes ;  as  they  ever  did  under  their  fa- 
vourite Acbar. 

That,  during  the  complicated  wars  in  which  we  were  in- 
volved, the  aids  he  procured  in  tlie  exhaufted  ftate  of  the 
treafuries,  the  exertions  and  abilities  he  difplayed,  and  the 
firmnefs  and  compofure  of  his  mind  in  the  heighth  of  oiir 
diftrefs,  when  almoil  a  general  dcfpond-.^ncy  prevaiK\l,  great- 
ly contributed  to  rcfcue  the  Hritilli  pOiTI^fTions  from  Ibrround- 
ing   dangers,    which  feemed    to    threateii   our  exiiience  in 

,  India. 

He  then  clofed  with  remarking,  that  he  had  been  anxious 
for  the  recal  of  the  late  Ciovcrnor  General,  bccaufe  he  did 
not  think  him  calculated  to  mcafure  back  the  fteps  he  had 
trod,  and  to  confine  our  future  views  of  dominion  within 
thofe  bounds  which  he  had  wid'^ly  dcjiarted  from  during  his 
continuance  in  office,  or  to  circumfcribe  within  the  limits  of 
their  former  amount  the  cxj)ences  of  Government,  which 
had  been  increafed  in  the  courfe  of  the  war  to  an  improvi- 
dent extent  in  feveral  inftances. 

At  the  fame  time,  he  faid,  that  he  fhould  be  very  forry, 
if,  from  any  circumftances  which  appear  in  the  charges,  the 
Houfe  fhould  come  to  a  fevere  decifion  againfl:  the  accufed  ; 
for,  after  the  deepcfl:  refearches  into  the  charges  brought 
againft  him,  and  the  cooleft  and  moft  difpaflionate  confide- 
ration  upon  the  fubjedt;   when  he  took  a  review  of  the 
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whole  tenor  of  Mr.  Haftings'  government  through  the  courfe 
of  thirteen  years,  he  could  not  avoid  giving  it  as  his  fincere 
belief,  tliat  the  errors  in  his  political  conduct  were  fo  great- 
ly overbalanced  by  his  public  virtues,  and  the  eflential  fer- 
vices  he  had  rendered  the  nation  at  large,  as  well  as  the  Com- 
pany, that  he  juftly  deferyed,  inftead  of  difgrace,  to  receive 
a  generous  and  liberal  treatment  from  his  country. 

Thefe  fentiments,  he  obCrved,  had  determined  him  to  vote 
againft  the  impeachment, 
fr-  Chan-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  remarked^  that  he  had  deferred  giv- 
siior  Pitt,  jpg  j^jg  fentiments  on  the  queflion  fo  long,  becaufe  he  found 
many  gentlemen  who  were  averfe  to  the  profecution,  had 
hitherto  referred  themfelves  on  the  various  ftages  through 
which'  the  bufinefs  had  already  pafled,  and  had  taken  the 
prefent  opportunity  of  delivering  their  opinions  at  large 
upon  the  whole  of  the  fuhjedt,  and  had  then  for  the  firft 
time  entered  into  the  defence  of  Mr.  Haftings. — As  this 
feemed  to  be  the  cafe,  he  thought  it  was  but  juftice  to  thofc 
gentlemen,  to  Mr.  Haftings,  and  to  the  caufe,  to  hear  what 
they  had  to  fay  without  interrupting  them,  or  anticipating  . 
their  general  argument  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haftings,  by  a 
particular  difcuffion  of  the  queftion  immediately  before  the 
Tioufe.  Thofe  gentlemen  had  not  taken  up  the  queftion 
either  as  to  the  form  of  the  articles,  or  the  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding, but  had  confined  themfelves  folely  to  the  broad 
conCderation,  whether  Mr.  Haftings  was  or  was  not  guilty 
of  crimes  fufficiently  great  and  glaring  to  render  hini  de- 
ferving  of  puniftiment;  and  this  difcuffion  had  been  handled 
in  a  variety  of  ways  by  the  feveral  gentlemen  that  had  uo- 
dertaken  it,  and  all  of  them  had  gone  the  length  of  arguing 
that  there  fhould  be  a  complete  and  final  concluCon  tathe 
whole  proceeding — an  opinion*  that  he  was  ready  to  declare 
his  own  perfe6t  and  entire  diffent  from ;  for  he  felt  himfclf 
totally  at  a  lofs  to  conceive  how  it  could  l^  reconciled  to  the 
*  honour,  the  confiftence,  or  the  juftice  of  that  Houfe  to  flop 
fhort  of  fending  up  the  impeacliment  to  that  place,  where 
alone  it  ought  to  undergo  its  ultimate  difcuffion.  The  noble  . 
Lord  who  opened  the  debate,  and  the  honourable  jnagiftrate 
who  followed  him,  liad  confined  themfelves  wholly  to  a 
collateral  queftion,  (and  one  not  immediately  connedled  with 
that  before  the  Houfe)  to  the  merits  of  Mr.  Haftings,  which  • 
they 'pleaded  as  a  y^/ ^  againft  his  offences.  This  was  a 
ground  which  he  expe6ked  and  hoped  would  have  been  aban- 
doned, after  what  had  already  pafled  upon  that  fubjeS,  both 
from  Mr.  Haftings  himfelf,  who  had  difclaimed  any  fuch 
plea,  and  from  many  of  the  gentlemen  who  had  delivered 
r/)e/r  opinions  in  the  debates  on  tlie  feveral  charges.  For 
his  own  part,  fuch  was  liis  oijvtuoTV  ot  vwxv^  ^^uts  of  ^ 
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jes  brought  againft  Mr.  Haftings,  of  their  importance 
criminality,  that  he  could  not  conceive,  if  they  were 
bounded,  how  the  higheft  and  the  greateft  merits  which 
ever  been  alledged  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haftings,  could  be 
n  oppofition  to  ^ them  as  a  plea  even  againlt  convidioii 
punifl^ihent — much  lefs  againft  inquiry  and  trial,  which 
:  now  the  objedts  in  queftion.  His  learned  friend  had 
judicioufly  taken  a  different  ground,  and  given  up  that 
iff;  but  ftill  the  principles  he  went  on  were  no  lefs  ob- 
onable  than  thofe  of  the  noble  Lord  and  tiie  honour- 
alderman  :  he  had  treated  jthe  fubje6l  as  if  it  was  defi- 
t  of  that  confequence  or  magnitude  which  could  entitle 
)  the  judgement  of  that  high  and  weighty  tribunal  to 
:h  it  was  propofed  to  fubmit  it,  and  had  befides  endea- 
•ed  to  oppofe  the  farther  progrefs  of  the  bufinefs  in  that 
ife,  by  analogous  reafonings  from  the  nature  of  this 
I  of  proceeding  in  Parliament  and  that  of  grand  juries 
other  courts.  But  he  could  not  conceive  how  any  gen- 
lan  could  poffibly  confider  the  charges  againft  Mr.  Haf- 
s  in  any  other  light  than  as  a  very  grave,  heavy,  and 
>us  accufation,  fuch  as  was  fupported  by  evidence  at 
fufficient  to  warrant  the  putting  him  on  his  trial,  and 
L  as  was  of  magnitude  fufficient,  if  fubftantiated  in  proof, 
ring  down  on  him  very  ample  punilhment.  But  as  to 
analogies  to  other  inquefts,  the  learned  Lord  himfelf, 
thofe  who  entertained  opinions  fjmilar  to  his,  had  them- 
es fliewn  how  little  their  analogous  reafonings  applied ; 
they  all  feemed  to  go  upon  an  idea,  that  the  finding  mat- 
fufl&cient  to  put  the  party  on  his  trial  was  alTuming,  for 
rtainty,  that  there  was  fufficient  matter  to  convift — 
this  was  by  no  means  the  cafe ;  for  it  was  never  fup- 
:d  or.  imagined  tliat  exadtly  the  lame  degree  of  evidence 
ch  was  fufficient  to  warrant  an  impeachment  of  that 
afe,  muft  necefTarily  be  fufficient  to  fupport  and  infure 
}nvi£tion ;  neither  was  this  the  cafe  in  the  finding  of  a 
id  jury — in  both  cafes  the  final  judicature  muft  have 
jf  confiderably  more  fubftantial  than  that  which  the 
;inal  inqueft  would  have  been  juftifiable  in  proceeding 
u.  But  it  was  impoffible  for  that  Hou'fe  to  govern  it- 
exa31y  by  the  rules  of  a  grand  jury;  for  the  fubjefts 
:  were  likely  to  become  objedls  of  impeachment,  were  fo 
srent  from  thofe  with  which  grand  juries  were  conver- 
:,  that  no  analogy  could  take  place  in  their  modes  of 
ireedings — befides,  if  the  Houfe  of  Commons  were  to  take 
proc»^ing  of  a  grand  jury  as  their  precedent,  and  fol- 
it  exadlly  in  all  inftances,  it  would  amount  to  a  com- 
e  dereliflion  of  that  funftion  which  they  were  then  ex- 
fiilg— that  of  impeachment,  a  fvmflion  which  had  been 
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the  bulwark  of  the  Conftitution,    and  which   had  enabled 
that  Houfc  to  preferve  and  maintain  the  freedom  of  their 
country,  through  the  feveral  ftruggles  they  had  made  for 
that  purpofe — Was  that  Houfe  competent  to  take  depoutiou 
and  evidence  upon  oath  ?    It  certainly  was  not ;    and  tiiere- 
fore  if  it  were  not,  to  proceed  to  an  impeachment  upon  any 
other  fpecies  of  evidence  than  would  juftify  a  grand  jury  in 
finding  a  bill  of  indi£^ment,  it  mull:  never  impeach  at  all; 
for  a  grand  jury  could  not   find   it  except  upon  affidavit. 
Still  he  admitted  that  the  Houie  ought  never  to  go  fuch  a 
'  length  as  tlie  carrying  up  an  impeachment,    except  upon 
fuch  evidence  as  would   afford   a  reafonable  probability  of 
their  being  able  to  make  good  their  charge  before  the  other 
Houfc ;  and  was  there  not  here,  from  what  had  been  pro- 
duced in  iupport  of  this  charge,  and  from  the  collateral  and 
indirect  matter  which  had  alone  been  reforted  to  in  defence 
of  that  charge,  very  reafonable  grounds  for  expedling  that 
they   ihould   be   able    to  make  good  the  prefent  ?  An  ho- 
nourable magiflrate  (Alderman  lownfend)  had    inveighed 
with  great  feverity  on  the  condu6l  of  gentlemen  who,  (he 
thought)  in  fupport  of  the  charge  had  ufed  expreflions  of 
too  violent  and  perfonal  a  nature  to  be  admitted  in^  the  pro- 
grefs  of  a  judicial  inquiry.     He  certainly  w^js  of  opinion, 
that  there  was  much  illiberality  in  any  attempt  to  inflame 
or  excite  emotions  beyond  what  might  naturally  be  expefted 
to  refult  from  a  fair  and  candid  developement  of  fafts,  in 
the  minds  of  thofe  who  were  the  inflruments  of  public  jut- 
tice.     He  confefTed  that  he  once  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
language  of  thole  who  chiefly  promoted   the   prefent  pro- 
ceeding, was  too  full  of  acerbity,  and  much  too  pafSonate 
and  exaggerated;  but  when  he  found  what  the  nature  of  the 
crimes  alledged  was,  and  how  flrong  was  the  prefumption 
that  the  allegations  were  true,  he  confefTed  that  he  could 
jiot  expeft  that  gentlemen,  when  reciting  what  they  thought 
of  treachery,    adtions  of  violence  and  opprefiion,    and  de- 
manding an  inveftigation  into  thofe  actions,  iliould  fpeaka 
language  different    from   that  which  would  naturally  arife 
from  the  contemplation  of  fuch  aiSlions. 

The  honourable  magiflrate  had  argued,  that  the  honour 
of  the  Houfe  was  not  committed  to  adopt  die  refolntions  of 
the  Committee,  and  had  endeavoured  to  prevent .  fuch  an 
impreffion  from  falling,  upon  gentleman  as  an  inducement 
to  their  voting  for  them.  But  was  there  any  danger  of  gen- 
tlemen being  influenced  by  fuch  a  confideration  in  the  pre- 
ftnt  cafe  ?  Had  the  refolutions  of  the  Secret  Committee 
been  a  new  matter, .  perhaps  there  might  tl^^n  have  been 
fome  room  for  cautioning  the  Houfe  not  to  be  drawn  into 
too  hafty  an  adoj^tion  of  them  from  motives  of  confiftency, 

becauiiGb 
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ife  in  fuch  a  cafe  their  adoption  might  poffibly  be  at- 
ted  to  fuch  motives;  but  even  then  fuch  a  caution  muft 
3  uiineceflary;  for  no  member  could  confider  himfelf 
d  to  fupport  the  refolutions  of  a  Committee,  merely 
ife  they  were  refohuians  of  a  Committee.  In  this  in- 
e  the  objedb  of  the  honourable  alderman  ought  to  be 
nvince  fuch  gentlemen  individually  as  had  voted  for  the 
al  charges,  that  having  done  fo,  yet  they  would  not  be 
sfiftent  in  now  oppofmg  the  Report;  but  this  argu- 
,  he  muft  fay,  he  believed  no  gentleman  would  attempt 
pport ;  for  certainly  no  gentleman  who  had  fupp:)rted 
:harges  could,  con^jftent  with  the  principles  on  which 
d  fo,  now  oppofe  the  farther  progrefs  of  the  bufinefs, 
in  fadl,  he  not  only  confidered  thole  gentlemen  who 
for  the  charges  individually,  but  the  whole  Houfe 
lively,  as  called  upon  by  every  motive  of  honour  and 
ftency,  by  their  regard  for  th^  national  charafler  as  well 
3ir  own,  to  unitp,  and  perlevere  in  bringing  the  mat- 

0  a  final  conclufion  before  the  other  Houfe.  "l^he  ho- 
ible  gentleman  who  had  fpoken  laft,  and  who  every 
knew  to  be  moft  perfe6lly  converfant  in  the  aflairs  of 
iall-Indies,  who  had  done  himfelf  fo  much  honour  in 

part  he  had  at  any  time  taken  in  the  management  of 
affairs,  and  who  had  been  befides  in  general  a  ftrenuous 
er  of  the  meafures  of  Mr.  Haftings,  had  that  day  made 
eft  defence  for  him  which  he  had  yet  heard;  but  ilill, 
the  very  grounds  of  that  defence  Mr.  Haftings  appear- 
jhly  culprile.  The  principal  argument  which  that  ho- 
ib^e  gentleman  had  ftated  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haftings 
that  a  great  part  of  thofe  rapacious  exadlions  which 
d  made  in  India,  arofe  from  the  orders  he  had  received 

his  employers,  the  Eaft-India  Directors,  who  were  fo 

1  with  the  acquifition  of  the  Dewanee  of  Bengal,  and 
cpeftations  they  from  thence  entertained  of  becoming 
hannels  of  vaft  wealth  into  this  country,  that  they 
him  dire6lions  for  luch  extenfive  inveftments  as  could 
e  provided  by  the  ordinary  refources  of  the  Company, 
^f  courfe  drove  him  to  the  neceflity  of  fupplying,  by 
ity  and  extortion,  the  means  of  fulfilling  their  injunc-  . 

Taking  this  to  be  the  faft,  it  was,  he  contended, 
gument  whatfoever  to  fkreen  Mr.  Haftings  from  pu- 
iei)t ;  for  it  went  to  fay,  that  whatever  adts  of  injuf- 
.  fervant  of  the  Company  might  commit,  provided 
le  does  it  by  the  orders  of  his  immediate  fuperiors  and 
»yers,  he  ihould  not  be  amenable  to  punifhment — a 
pie  which  of  all  others  that  Houfe  fliould  be  moft  af- 
is  to  refift,  becaufe  fuch  a  principle^  if  once  eftablifli- 
ould  entirely  overthrow  the  refponi&iYvt'^  Q^  A\  ^^^"^^ 
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officers—even  of  Minifters  themfelves.     But  was  the  fact 
even   thus !- — the  Eaft-India  Corrtpany  might  entertain  too 
flattering  and  too  fanguine  ideas  of  their  (ituation,  and  fo 
doing  would   naturally  (as   they  did)   give  orders  to  tiieir 
fervants  meafured  by  the  fcale  of  thqfe  ideas.    But  was  Mr. 
Haftings  juftifiahle  in  recurring  to  adts  of  oppreffion  and 
tyranny,  in  order  to  reahze  the  vifionary  proipecls  of  his 
maftersr  Was  it  not  his  duty  to  undeceive  them,  and  by  a 
proper  reprefentation  of  their  affairs  excufe  himfelf  for  the 
non-performance  to  its  full  extent  of  their  commands^ — He 
fhould  recapitulate,  as  fliortly  as  poflTble,    tlie  ftate  of  the 
charges  againft  Mn  Haftings,  from  which  it  would  appedf, 
how  impoffible   it  was  for  him,  or  fuch  gentlemen  as  were 
of  opinion  with  him,  to  give  him   any  other  vote  but  one, 
tof  concurrence  with  the  motion  :  though  he  certainly  con- 
fidered  the  whole  of  the  charges  as  originally  brought  for- 
"Ward,  as  highly  exaggerated  in  fome  parts,  and  as  not  wholly 
founded  in  others;  yet  there  appeared,  frbm   the  evidence 
l?^hich  had  been  produced,  that  there  was  in  them  a  great 
deal  of  matter  of  fubftantial  criminality,    and  fufficiently 
authenticated  to  warrant  that  Houfe  in  proceeding  upon  it. 
The  chief  point  of  this  mafs  of  delinquency  was  all  which 
he  could  touch  upon;    nor  would  he  go  into  the  articles  at 
any  length,  having  already  delivered  his  fentiments  at  large 
upon  fuch  of  them  as  he  was  not  anticipated  in  by  gentlemen 
•who  thought  as  he  did.     In  one  part  of  the  charge  of  Be- 
nares, there  was  great  criminality;  in  that  of  the  Princeflcs 
of  Oude  there  was  ftill  more;  and  that^  indeed,  he  looked 
upon  as  the  leading  feature  in  the  whole  accufation.     In  the 
charges  concerning  Farruckabad  and  Fyzula  Khan,   there 
was  alfo  much  criminal  matter.     In  all  of  thofe  there  were 
inflances  of  the  moft  violent  adts  of  injuftice,  tyranny,  and 
.oppreffion ;  acSls  which  had  never  been  attempted  to  be  vindi- 
cated except  on  the  plan  of  neceffity.     What  that  neceffity 
was,  had  never  been  proved;    but  there  was  no  neceffity 
whatfoever  which  could  excuk  fuch  adlions,  as  thofe  attended 
with  fuch  circumftances.     He  could  conceive  a  ftate,  coiii- 
pelled  by  the  neceffity  of  a  fudden  invafion,  an  unprovided 
army,  and  an  unexpefted   failure  of  fupplies,  to. lay  violent 
hands  on  ,the  property  of  its  fubjedls ;  but,  therij  in  doing,  fo, 
it  ought  to  do  it'openly,    it  ought  to  avow  the  neceffity,  It 
ought  to  avow  the  feizure,  and  it  ought,  unqueftionably,  to 
'make  provifion  for  a  proper  compenfation  as  foon  as  that 
fhould  become  prafticable.     But  was  this  the  principle  oa 
which  Mr.  Haftings  w^ent?  No;  he  neither  avowed  the  ne* 
ceffity  nor  the  exadlion;  he  made  criminal  charges,  and  nii- 
der  the  colour  of  them  he  levied  heavy  and  inordinate  penal- 
ties; ieizing  that  which,  if  Yve  h^ii  ^  xv^x.  \s^  x.^^  \\.  ^t  alU 
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he  would  be  highly  criminal  in  taking  in  fuch  a  (hape,  but 
which  having  no  right  to  take,  the  mode  of  taking  it  ren- 
dered it  much  more  heinous  and  culpable.     He,   certainly, 
had  no  right  to  impofe  a  fine  of  any  fort  on  the  Princefles  of 
Oude;  for  there  was  not  fufficient  proof  of  their  diffalFeft ion 
or  rebellion.     And  the  fine  impofed  on  Cheit  Sing,  in  a  cer- 
tain degree,    partook  of  a  fimilar  guilt,  though  not  to  fo 
'great  an  extent — for,  then^  the  cninie  was.  In  his  opinion, 
not  fo  much  in  the  fine  itfejf  as  the  amount  of  it,  and  its  dif- 
proportion  to  the  circum fiances  of  the  perfon  who  was  to  pay 
it,  and  the  offence  which  he  had  committed.     But  this  vin- 
dication, from  one  part  of  the  charge,  in  itfelf  ft)  weak,  be- 
ame,  when  coupled  with  other  parts,  a  great  aggravation ; 
for,  when  a  perfon  on  the  one  hand  commits  extortion,  and, 
on  the  other,  is  guilty  of  profufion,  if  he  attempts  to  (kieen 
hioifelf  under  the  plea  of  neceflity,  for  his  rapacity,  it  fol- 
lows that  he  is  douoly  criminal,  for  the  offence  itfelf,  and  for 
creating  the  neceffity  of  that  offence  by  his  prodigality  ;  and 
a  fiill  higher  aggravation  arifes  from  the  man ifeft,  and,  in- 
deed,   palpable  corruptif>n    attending  that    prodigality — to 
Whatelfe  could  be  attributed  the  private  allowances  made  t^ 
Ijcyder  Beg  Khan,  the  minifter  of  the  Nabob  Vizier,  and 
the  fums  paid  to  the  vakeel  of  Cheit  Sing,  when  it  was  re- 
naembered  that  the  one  led  the  way  to  the  treaty  of  Chunar, 
and  the  other  to  the  revolution  in  Benares.     The  honourable 
Hentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  had  attc^mrKed  to  excufe  all  thefe 
ftdtions,  by  fhewing  that  Mr.  Hafti-  gs  was  not  the  perfoii 
who  firft  began  the  interferenc  *  of  the  Company  with  the  na^- 
^ive  princes,  nor  the  influence  which  it  had  obtained  in  their 
politics:   And  that  the  inconveniences  attending  the  double 
government  of  Oude  were  not  to  l>e  imputed  to  him.     l^»ut, 
furely,  to  whatever  caufe  that  influence  might  be,  originally, 
attributed,  Mr.  Haftings  was  anfwerable  for  the  manage- 
ment of  it,  as  long  as  it  was  in  his  hands ;  and  to  excufe  him 
on  this  plea,  would  be  to  juftify  the  tyranny  by  the  power; 
for,  though  the  influence  of  the  Company  had  given  him  the 
power  to  opprefs  the  neighbouring  country,  it  had  not  im^ 
pofed  on  him  the  neceflity  of  doing  fo.      The  honourable 
gentleman  had  attempted  to  palliate  thofe  pr.rts  of  Mr.  Ha- 
mngs's  condu£):^  by  ftating,  that  if  he  were  guilty,  he  wns 
foin  commonwith  the  refl:  of  the  Council;  hut  th  s,  if  it 
were  the  cafe,  was  by  no  means  a  fufiicient  excufe  for  him, 
nor  could  it  be  a  reafon  with  the  Houfe  for  dropping  the  inir 
peachment,  for  his  having  accomplices  in  his  crimes  could 
be  no  exculpation;  and  it  would  be  highly  derogatory  to  tlw 
honour  of  that  Houfe,  if  they  were  to  fay — *'  No;  we  will 
not  bring  the  delinquent  to  juftice,  becaufe  there  are  a  num- 
ber of  delinquents  bcfide«  him."     Nor  would  this  be  a  r  »- 
Vol..  XXII  S  9  {Qi 
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fon  even  for  impeaching  the  reft ;  for  it  was  by  no  meani 
advifeable  to  multiply  examples — the  proper  way  was,  tp 
felefl:  fuch  as,  from  their  exalted  and  oftenfible  fituations, 
were  the  more  likely  to  become  an  effe£lual  example.  But, 
it  was  impoflible  to  juftify  Mr.  Haftings  on  fuch  a  ground  at 
this,  even  if  it  were  tenable  at  all ;  becaufc  a  confiderablc 
part  of  thofe  enormities  with  which  he  was  charged,  were 
committed  at  a  diftance  from  his  council,  and  when  he  was 
entirely  out  of  the  reach  of  their  advice  or  control.  i 

In  the  articles  of  the  contrails,  there  were  fome  glaring  « 
inftances  of  breach  of  orders,  and  of  improvidence  and  profu- 
fion,  which,  though  not  of  fo  heinous  a  nature  as  thofe  he 
had  before  mentioned,  were  fuch  as  called  loudly  for  punilli- 
inent.  But  there  was  another  charge  which  he  was  afto- 
niftied  to  find  the  gentlemen  who  defended  Mr.  Hafiing? 
could  treat  fo  lightly,  as  it  was  one  which  appeared  to  him 
in  itfelf  fufficient  tp  juftify  the  ini  )eachment,  though  it  had 
flood  alone,  and  v  as  of  fuch  a  nature  as,  in  a  peculiar  de- 
gree, called  for  the  interference  of  that  Houfe.  This  wa^ 
the  charge  of  taking  prefents,  which,  in  every  light  it  could  • 
J^  confidered  in,  whether  as  a  direS  breach  of  the  law  which 
appointed  him,  a  pofitive  evidence  of  corruption,  and  a  de- 
gradation of  the  charafter  of  his  employers,  was  a  great  and 
heavy  accufation;  and  as  to  the  excufe  which  had  been  ofier- 
cd,  that  he  had  received  thofe  prefents  for  the  ufe  of  the 
Company,  even  that  was  criminal  in  a  degree.  But,  for  his 
part,  he  could  not  accede  to  the  opinion  either  that  he  had 
received  thofe  fums  with  an  intention  of  applying  them  to 
the  fervice  of  the  Company,  or  that  he  had  aftually  applied 
them  all  in  that  way;  for,  had  this  been  his  intention,  he 
wouH  have  kept  fuch  accounts,  and  made  fuch  immediate 
comm\^nications  of  them^  as  ftiould  clearly  prove  that  it  was 
fo.  But,  no  fuch  accounts  were  produced,  no  fuch  commu? 
nications  were  made;  and  there  were,  befides,  circumftances 
attending  fome  of  them,  that  proved  they  muft  have  been  re- 
ceived with  a  corrupt  intention.  As  an  inftance  of  this,  be 
fliould  mention  the  prefent  Mr.  Haftings  had  received  from 
JCelleram,  which  was  attended  with  the  moll  fufpicious  of  all 
circumftances,  namely,  that  this  very  perfon  was  at  the  time 
in  treaty  for  a  diftrift  of  land  belonging  to  the  Company,  and 
no  queftion  could  be  entertained,  but  he  gave  the  money  in 
order  to  obtain  a  favourable  bargain ;  fo  that  had  this  been 
done  for  the  Compnny,  it  was  a  moft  unjuftifiable  and  impo- 
litic method  of  managing  their  concerns;  for,  in  that  cafe,  it 
ihould  have  been  negociated  openly  in  the  nature  of  a  fine^ 
and  not  privately  as  a  bribe,  in  which  latter  light  alone  it 
ought  to  be  confidered.  Upon  the  whole,  Mr.  Pitt  con- 
flu^ed  with  declaring,  that  the  Houfe  could  no  otherwife 
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infalt  their  own  honour,  the  duty  which  they  owed  their 
juntry,  and  the  ends  of  public  jullice,  than  by  fending  up 
le  impeachment  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords. 

Mr.  Martin  declared  himfelf  a  friend  to  the  impeachment,  Mr.Mai 
fiter  the  fafts  in  the  feveral  charges  had  been  fo  fully  efta- 
ilifhed.     He  faid,  that  if  any  gentleman  would  move  that  a 
retribution  fhould  be  made  to  thofe  perfons  from  whom  fums 
)f  money  had  been  exafted,  he  would  fecond  the  motion. 

Lord  Mulgrave  declared,  that  as  he  had  voted  again  ft  the  Lord  IV 
jneftion  on  every  charge,  excepting  that  only  relative  to  the  S^^^^- 
prcfents,  he  murf,  for  confiftency's  fake,  vote  for  the  worthy 
Alderman's  motion. 

Mr.  Burgef%  faid,  he  did  not  mean,  after  fo  many  gentle-  Mr.Bur 
tnen  had  delivered  their  fentiments  on  this  fubjeft,  particu- 
arly  thfe  honourable  gentleman  behind  him,  who,  from  hav- 
ng  filled  the  poft  of  chairman  of  the  Eaft  India  Company, 
muft  undoubtedly  carry  with  him  the  greateft  weight  ot*  any 
man  in  this  aflembly,  to  engage  the  attention  of  the  Houfe 
with  any  argument  of  his  own;  though  he  profefTed  himfelf 
to  be  ready  at  any  time  to  dilprove  the  propofitions  of  the 
right  honourable  the  Chancelbr  of  the  Exchequer,  particu- 
larly thofe  relating  to  State  neccfllty,  the  proofs  of  the  Be- 
gum's rebellion,  and  the  true  conftru6lion  of  the  rcgiihiting 
aft  of  the  latter,  he  had  on  a  foxmer  occafion  delivered  hia 
decided  opinion,  to  which  he  would  now  adJKTc;  as  to  the 
others  he  would  only  fay,  and  he  was  able  to  prove  it,  if  ever 
State  neceflity  exifted,  it  did  exift  in  the  bufinefs  of  Cheit 
Sing  and  in  the  tumults  in  Oude;  and  if  ever  there  was  a 
pofitive  proof  of  a  faft,  there  is  pofitive  proof  that  the  l]e- 
^tiihs  were  in  open  rebellion. 

He  rofe  now,  merely  to  lay  before  the  Houfe  a  moft  im- 
portant paper,  highly  deferving  of  attention.  A  noble  Lord 
iwd  juft  told  us  what  were  the  Icntiments  of  the  natives  in 
fndia  towards  Mr.  Haftings;  this  paper  would  prove  what 
N^ere  the  fentiments  of  the  Europeans.  He  had  purpofcly 
tept  it  back  till  this  period  of  the  bufinefs,  that  the  Houlo* 
night  proceed  to  their  dtcifivc  vote  With  the  recolleflion  of 
t  frefti  in  their  minds. 

Six  months  after  Mr.  Haftings'  return  to  England,  the 
fiicers  of  the  Bengal  army,  which  confifts  of  feventy  tliou- 
ind  -men,  met  together  and  drew  up  an  addrefs,  which  they 
refented  to  him.  He  was  then  a  private  individual,  no 
>nger  poflefled-of  power,  no  longer  able  to  beftow  favours. 
"hey  had  nothing  to  hope  from  his  proteftion,  nothing  to 
jartrom  his  difpleafure.  This  addrefs,  figned  by  upwards 
f  fix  hundred  of  the  principal  officers  of  thnt  army,  Mr. 
urgfes  faid  he  now  held  in  his  hand,  and  with  the  permifli- 
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on  of  the  Houfe,  would  read,  as  part,  or  rather  the  whole  o£J 
his  fpeech. 

To  the  honourable  Warren  Haftings,  Efq. 
SIR, 

We  whofe  names  are  hereunto  fubfcribed,  oflScers  of  the 
Bengal  army,  with  profound  refpeft,  and  moll  perfeft  efteem, 
take  the  liberty  of  addreffing  you  on  your  departure  &om 
amongft  us. 

Mlany  of  us,  as  citizens,  have  already  figned  the  general 
addrefs,  which  was  projedledj'  prepared,,  and  figned  in  the 
ihort  fpace  of  thirty  hours,  and  prefented  to  you  on  the 
morning  of  your  departure,  with  the  fignatureof  near  three 
hundred  of  the  principal  perfons  of  the  fettlement;  tq  which 
large  additions  have  been  fince  made,  and  ftill  are  making. 

But  it  was  judged,  that  an  addrefs  from  the  oflScers  of  the 
army,  in  their  colleftive  capacity,  after  you  had  left  the  fet- 
tlement, would  more  fully  demonftrate  to  yburfelf,  and  to 
all  the  world,  how  very  dear  you  were  to  them  as  foldiers; 
and  afford  them  an  opportunity  of  recording  tlie  caufes  of 
their  efteem,  by  a  recital  of  the  events  which  produced  it. 
'  We  all  know.  Sir,  either  by  having  feen  it,  or  by  having 
hetird  it  from  thofe  who  were  on  the  fpot,  that  you  have  beea 
very  near  thirteen  years  at  the  head  of  this  fettlement;  that 
you  came  to  the  chair  as  governor,  immediately  after  the 
moft  dreadful  calamity  that  ever  befel  a  people;  and  found 
the  country  much  depopulated,  the  treafury  empty,  and  a 
moft  enormous  debt  contrafted;  that  the  plans  which  yoofo 
judicioufly  laid  vvlien  governor,  were  afterwards  carried  into 
execution  by  the  Governor  General  and  Supreme  Cooncili 
of  which  you  haVe  hitherto  been  the  head;  and  effeded  a 
difcharge  of  the  debt,  filled  the  treafury  with  cafti,  and  re-* 
ftored  life  and  union  to  the  country;  that,  during  this  periodj 
the  government  was  convulfed  by  jarring  interefts  and  un- 
ufual  oppofition ;  but  neverthelefs  you  maintained  your  pof^ 
with  dignity  to  the  ftate,  with  honour  to  yourfelf,  and  cott^ 
fufion  to  the  enemies  of  our  country:  that  the  natives,  tak- 
ing advantage  of  what  they  fuppofed  a  divided  governnient, 
entered  into  a  confedfracy  to  deftroy  the  influence  of  the 
tnglifli  in  India,  and  to  let  up  tliat  of  the  French,  who  fc^ 
cretly  promoted  the  union,  and  afterwards  joined  in  league 
with  them;  that  altthefe  efforts  were  bafiBcd,  and  India  pre- 
ferved  to  us  by  your  firmnefs.  and  the  vigour  of  your  govern- 
ment; from  which  an  expedition  planned  by  yourfelf  was 
fent  forth,  and  an  army  under  General  Goddard  traverfed 
regions  unknown,  from  the  eaft  to  the  w«ft  of  India;  and  in 
fight  of  the  difafters  which  befel  them  who  were  to  co-ope- 
rate,, reached  the  coafts  of  Surat,  and  conquered  provinces 
from  the  powers  at  warwith  our  nation. 

It 
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It  is  alfo  well  known,  that,  in  the  midft  of  this  fccne  of 
trouble,  the  French  and  Spaniards,  and  afterwards  the  Dutch, 
joined  to  attack  us;  and  were  aided  by  the  late  Hyder  AJlee, 
who,  before  the  Dutch  war,  invaded  the  Carnatic,  defeated 
the  Englifliin  battle,  and  reduced  to  his  obedience  the  whole 
of  that  country,  except  Madras  and  Vellore,  and  fome  few 
paltry  forts  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  prefidency;  that, 
when  all  men  confidered  the  ftate  of  the  Carnatic  to  be'del- 
perate,  you  rofe  to  refcue  them  from  impending  ruin;  and, 
plough  Bengal  was  threatened  with  invafion,  nobly  relblving 
.  to  meet  the  enemy  at  a  diftance,  you  fent  out  two  detach- 
ments, which  gave  ftrength  and  vigour  to  the  army  under  Sir 
Eyre.Coote;  thereby  faved  the  Briti(h  poffeffionsin  that  part 
or  India,  and  reduced  the  enemy  to.  conclude  an  honourable 
peace,  without  the  fmalleftJors  of  territory;  and  lallly,  that 
the  armies  ferving  at  a  diftance  were  paid,  fed,  cloathed  and 
armed  by  the  exertions  and  reiburces  of  your  government. 

Thusy  Sir,  under  your  adminiilration,  have  the  united  ef- 
forts of  our  numerous  and  powerful  enemies  been  fruft rated; 
and  India,  by  the  conquefts  then  made  from  the  European 
powers,  has  afforded  the  means  of  redeeming  what  the  na- 
'  tion  loll  to  them  in  every  other  part  of  the  globe. 

We  therefore  intreat  you  to  accept  this  juft  and  grateful 

tribute  of  our  praifes,  and  our  warmeft  thanks,  for  having 

•  opened  tlie  paths  which  led  to  glory,  and  afforded   to  the 

Bengal  army  the  means  of  acquiring  honour,  and  of  being 

ferviceable  to  the  ftate  at  large. 

Permit  us  now,  Sir,  to  exprefs  our  feelings  on  your  depar- 
ture'. Time  and  the  contemplation  of  your  illullrious  ac- 
tions created  an  efteem  which  is  deeply  routed  in  our  hearts; 
and  a  forrow  at  lofing  the  man  whom  we  conlidered  as  the 
father  of  the  fettlement,  is,  as  it  ought  to  be,  great  and  poig- 
nant* We  muft  therefore  feek  for  conlolation,  in  our  hopes 
^  that*  you  are  going  to  receive  thofe  honours  and  rewards, 
■  which  are  due  to  fuperior  merit;  and  witli  united  voice,  we 
pray  that  fuch  may  be  the  event. 

Major  Scott  faid,  I  rife,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  offer  a  very  few  M 
obfervatiens  upon  fome  things  that  have  fallen  in  the  courle 
of  the  debate,  but  without  a  wifh  to  go  into  a  minute  detail 
.  of  the  articles  at  this  late  hour  of  the  night.  The  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  below  me  (Mr.  Pitt)  has  faid,  that  if  the 
neceility  for  the  confifcation  of  the  Begums'  treafures  were 
proved,  it  would  be  a  complete  juftificalion.  Confidering, 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  mafs  of  papers  that  I  hive  been  under  the 
neceffity  of  moving  for,  it  is  not  at  all  lurprillng  that  many 
of  them  remain  to  this  hoar  unperufed;  but  if  ever  there  was 
appoint  io  fully  pruvud,  that  no  mAn  of  conmion  i'enfe  ci^a 
entertain  a  doubt  of  it,  the  papers  in  my  hands  prove  the  ne- 
"  ceifities 
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ceflities  of  the  government  of  Bengal,  at  the  period  in  which 
Mr.  Haftings  authorized  the -feizure  of  the  Begums'  treafures< 
Thefe  papers  prove  that  we  had  at  that  time  five  armies  in  the 
field,  each  many  months  in  arrears,  without  a  probability  of 
thefe  arrears  being  paid  off;  and  Lord  Macartney's  letter  ta 
Mr.  Anderfon  proves  the  defperate  flate  of  our  affairs  in  the 
Carnatic.  An  army  largely  in  arrears,  no  money  in  the 
treafury,  a  French  fleet  and  a  French  army  hourly  expedied^ 
and  the  fupplies  from  Bengal,  liberal  as  they  were,  by  no 
means  adequate  to  their  expences.  This,  Sir,  was  our  fitua- 
tion  in  every  part  of  India.  The  Company's  interefts  finking^ 
as  Mr.  Haftings  truely  faid,  in  every  quarter,  and  only  to  be 
p refer ved  by  ftrong  meafures  exerted  with  a  ftrong  hand.  I 
hope,  Sir,  I  am  neither  a  ruffian  nor  a  robber,  but  I  proteftto 
God,  the  circumftances  were  fuch,  that  had  I  been  the  Go- 
vernor General,  I  think  they  would  havejuftified  me  in  plun-* 
tiering  a  Mofque,  or  rifling  a  Zenana.  After  having  recited 
what  the  ftate  of  the  Company's  affairs  was,  and  the  paperi 
on  your  table  prove  it  in  its  fulleft  extent,  I  now  ailert,  that 
Mr.  Haftings  never  has  ufed,  and  that  he  never  thought  of 
tifing  the  pleaof  necefliity;  it  would  have  borne  him  fully  out^ 
but  he  had  another.  The  article  of  impeachment  ftated  very 
truly  that  the  Nabob  Vizier  had  often  wanted  to  feize  his 
mother's  trcafure,  but  was  prevented  by  Mr.  Haftings;  but  iu 
1 78 1,  when  the  Begums  liad  adled  in  fuch  a  manner  as  to 
juftify  Mr.  Haftings  to  his  own  confcience  in  withdrawing 
the  Company's  guarantee,  lie  did  ir,  and  by  doing  it,  he  per- 
mitted the  Nabob  to  do  tliat  which  he  fo  long  had  wanted  to 
do,  and  the  Company's  diftreffes  were  relieved.  That  the 
Begums  had  afforded  affiftance  to  Cheyt  Sing,  was  a  fadi  of 
the  moft  public  notoriety*  Mr.  Markham  has  told  you,  at 
your  bar,  that  he  believed  it  as  fully  as  he  did  the  exittence 
of  the  American  war;  and  I  do  declare,  Mr.  Speaker,  upba 
my  honour  that  I  have  converfed  with  thirty  gentlemen,  who 
all  aflert  the  fame  thing,  and  will  depofe  it  at  the  bar  of  the 
other  Houfe.  The  error  Mr.  Haftings  committed  in  my 
opinion  was  this-r-inftead  of  ailing  upon  the  univerfal  noto- 
liery  of  the  faft,  he  wifiied  to  make  affurance  more  fure,  and 
affidavits  were  taken  to  fatisfy,  not  himlelf,  but  the  people  in 
England,  who  had  not  the  fame  means  of  information  thalhtf 
had.  I  therefore  repeat.  Sir,  that  though  Mr.  Haftings  does, 
not  ufe  the  plea  of  neceffity,  there  never  was  a  period  in 
which  the  neceflities  of  any  ftate  were  fo  urgent  as  when 
thofe  treafures  were  feized ;  and  I  now  pledge  my  credit  in 
this  Houfe,  and  to  my  country,  that  it  will  come  out  in 
proof,  we  owe  the  prefervation  of  India  in  1782  to  the  feizure 
of  the  Begums  treafures. 

I,  fome 
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T,  fome  time  ago,  moved  in  tliFs  Hoiife,  for  copies  of  any 
lomplaints  that  might  have  been  fent  liomc  againfl  Mr.  Haf- 
kgs,  from  FyzuUa  Cawn,  Muzufter  Jung,  the  Nabob  Vi- 
tier,  or  any  of  his  fubj6tes,  and  the  return  to  this  order 
MS,  two  letters  from  the  former,  faying,  that  Mr.  Haflings's 
Icindnefs  to  them  had  been  very  great,  and  expreffing  a  hope 
that  his  fuccelTor  would  be  equally  kind  to  them.  The  an- 
fwer  from  the  Nabob  was,  that  he  had  fent  an  agent  to 
England,  to  neprefent  to  the  Dire£l:ors,  that  he  lioped  there 
never  would  beany  deviation  from  the  agreement  his  deareft 
friend,  Mr.  Haftings,  had  concluded  v/ith  him ;  yet  thefe  are 
Ae  men  he  is  accufed  of  treating  fo  ill.  An  honourable  gen- 
tleman, (Mr.  Martin)  for  whom,  though  we  do  differ  iii 
opinion,  I  entertain  thegreateft  refpeS,  has  faid,  that  if  any 
perfon  would  make  a  motion  to  afford  retribution  to  tholb 
who  have  be6n  injured  by  Mr.  Haftings,  he  would  fecond 
the  motion.  If  1  thought  as  that  honourable  gentleman  does, 
I  would  wait  for  no  man  to  make  the  motion — I  would  fa- 
tisfy  my  confcience,  and  make  it  myfelf.  I  would  ftand  up 
for  the  dignity  and  honour  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  of 
Great  Britain,  which  will  be  rendered  infamous  to  all  pofte- 
rity,  which  will  become  the  feoff  and  fcorn  of  I  Europe,  if  it 
pronounces  certain  adls  of  Mr.  Haftings  to  be  wrong,  if  it 
impeaches  him  for  thofe  afts,  and  bafely  and  meanly  benefits 
%  his  mifdeeds.  Mr.  Haftings  is  accufed,  in  the  charges 
before  the  Houfe,  of  accumulating,  for  the  Eaft  India  Com- 
pany, nine  millions  and  a  half  fterling,  by  adls  of  oppref- 
fion  and  injuftice.  A  right  honourable  and  learned  gentle- 
man, (Mr.  Dundas)  in  his  firft  Indian  fpeech  made  in  this 
Houfe,  when  I  fat  in  the  gallery,  accufed  the  Diredlors  of 
Sliding  fault  with  their  fervants  for  the  means  they  took  to 
Procure  money,  but  (he  added)  they  were  always  very  ready 
otake  the  money.  He  opened  his  Indian  budget  two  days 
'go,  and  I  confefs  it  was  a  proud  day  ;  but  the  right  honour- 
ble  gentleman  took  credit  for  every  fum  that  Mr,  Haftings 
lad  acquired.  If  thefe  charges  were  true,  will  a  Hritilh 
loufe  of  Commons  permit  Cheyt  Sing,  who  is  fliled  a  Prince, 
)  bea  fugitive  through  Hindoftan  r  Why  do  they  not  reftore 
im,  and  pay  him  the  123  lacks  we  have  taken  from  him  ? 
Ve  never  could  have  got  the  hundred  and  thirty  lacks  thii 
^abob  Vizier  owed  us  in  178 1,  except  by  the  feizure  of  the 
tegums  treafures — fo  with  the  Nai)ob  of  Ecngal — the  King 
•haw  Allum — the  fale  of  Corah  and  Allahabad,  and  the  pre- 
jnts.  All  thefe  a6ls  have  procured  for  the  Company  nine 
iiillions  and  a  half  fterling ;  I  think  them  all  juftifiable,  po- 
itic,  and  wife — but,  if  1  thought  otherwife,  I  ftiould  con- 
eive  myfelf  as  infamous  as  the  Corrigidor  in  Gil  Bias,  who 
luniihed  the  robber  fof  ftealing  a  bag  of  a  thoufand  doub- 
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loons,  but  inftead  of  reftorlng  the  money  to  its  right  owner, 
approprieted  it  to  his  own  ufe;    and,  therefore,  I  repeat, 
'Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  Houfe  will  record  its  own  infamy  to 
all  Europe,  if  it  punifhes  Mr.  H^ings  for  aAs  done  for  the 
'public  good,  and  does  not  make  retribution  to  the  injured 
parties ;    but,  not  one  word  upon  this  fubjedb  haye  I  heard 
except  from  one  honourable  member,  who  has  engaged  to  fe- 
cond  the  retribution  money.      1  he  right  honourable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Pitt)  has  faid,^  that  the  prelent  made  by  Kulhan 
Sing  and  Kallaum  to  Mr.  Hailings,  has  the  ftrongeft  marks 
of  corruption.     Fortunately,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  papen 
upon  tlie  table,  which  moft  fully  explain  this  tranfadion. 
If  Mr.  Haftings  had  let  the  lands  to  thefe  men  at  a  lower 
rate,  than  they  had  formerly  been  let  out  to  farm  by  the  pro- 
vincial councils,  there  might  have  been  grounds  to  fufpeS 
him  of  corruption;  or  if,  afrer  letting  them  at  ^  higher  rate, 
he  had  fuftered  large  balances  to  remain,  and  had  not  exerted 
liimfelf  to  recover    tbofe  balances  there  might  have  been 
ground  alfo  to  fufpefl  him  of  corruption.     But  you  have  it 
in  evidence  upon  your  table,  that  the  colle<Slions  under  thefe 
men  exceeded  the  colle61:ions  under  the  provincial  council^ 
by  the  fum  of  one  hundred  and  twenty-fix  pounds  in  three 
years.     You  have  it  alfo  in  evidence,  that  Mr.  Haftings,  fo 
far  from  interfering  tii  favour  of  thefe  men,   enjoined  Mr. 
Anderion  to  proceed  againft  them  with  the  utmoft  ftriAneffc 
You  have  it  alfo  in  evidence,  that  Mr.  Haftings  told  Mr. 
Anderfon  he  had  accepted  the  money  from  them,  not  on  his 
own,  butupoii  the  Company's  account.     I,  therefore,  repeat, 
that  you  have  no  ground  whatever  to  fufpedt  Mr.  Haftings 
of  corruption ;  nor  have  you  any  evidence  at  all  of  his  re- 
ceiving money,  except  what  he  himfelf  has  been  eager  to  laj 
before  you.     And  you  have  it  alfo  in  evidence,^ that  every 
rupee  was  faithfully  appropriated  to  the  public  fervice:  nor 
can  I,  on  this  occafion,  attempt  to  remind  the  Houfe  what  a 
right  honourable  and  learned  gentleinan  (Mr.  Dundas)  ona 
faid,  that  God  knew  how  or  where  Mr.  Haftings  got  money 
during  the  war,  but  he  did  contrive  to  get  it,  and  by  fo  d*^ 
ing  he  faved  India. — I  fliall  not  detain  the  Houfe  with  a  more 
accurate  examination  of  the  articles,  but  as  the  fcene  of  three 
of  them  is  laid  in  Oude,  I  beg  leave  to  read  an  extra^  firom 
the  lateft  letter  that  could  have  been  received  from  thence. 
It  is  dated  Lucknow,  the  30th  of  Oftober  laft,  and  given  to 
me  this  morning  by  a  phyfician  of  great  eminence  in  this 
town,  who  received  it  by  the  Swallow,  and  it  will  (hew  the 
Houfe  what  the  natives  of  Oude  think  of  thefe  charges: 

"  I  have  read  with  indignation  the  voluminous  and  roar 
"  lignant  charges  againft  Mr.  Haftings.  The  opinions  I  fup- 
^^  iwfe  of  ijDpartial  men  in  Englaiid,  muft  be  the  fame^f 
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*•  thofe  of  the  like  defcriptiort  iit  this  country :  that  he  was 
^  a  great  man  who  ac^ed  zealoufly,  and  in  arduous  fitua- 
•'  tionsy  for  the  intereft  of  his  employers — and  wifli  him  to 
**  triumph  over  his  prefent  perfecutors.  It  appears,  that  at 
«  leaft  one  third  of  the  charges  refpedl  this  place ;  and  I  can 
''  bear  witnefs  in  what  eftimation,  I  had  almoft  faid  ado- 
**  ration,  his  name  is  held  here,  from  the  Vizier  down  to 
**  the  loweft  of  his  fubjedis  capable  of  judging.  They  love 
**  him/or  the  amiable  affability  of  his  prefent  manners;  they 
"  revere  the  juftice  and  moderation  of  his  public  charadler, 
**  particularly  during  the  latter  years  of  his  government,  and 
'*  they  are  ftruck  dumb  with  aftonifliment  at  his  difmtereft- 
*  ednefs;  for,  I  can  fay  it  from  the  higheft  authority,  that 
**  he  would  not  even  permit  his  current  expences  to  be  de- 
'*  frayed  whilft  he  was  here,  but  quaihed,  with  the  moft  for- 
**  bidding  dignity,  every  idea  of  pecuniary  emolument  to 
"  himfelf.  The  affair  of  the  Begums  will,  perhaps,  have 
**  the  worft  appearance  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  England; 
*^  but  the  cafe  was  fimply  this — That  the  wealth  they  pol- 
'  *^  fefled  was  the  family  fortune  of  the  Nabob,  which,  agree- 
**  able  to  the  cuftom  of  India,  was  a  depbfit  with  the  women 
**  of  his  family ;  and  whatever  tendernefs  might  be  fhewn 
**  during  their  lives,  it  was  really  and  adlually  his  property, 
**  and  could  belong  to  no  oneelfe.  This  dead  hoard  was  ac- 
*^  cordingly,  in  a  cafe  of  exigency,  fuchas  threatened  the 
**  exiftence  of  the  Englifli  in  Hindoftan,  and  of  courfe  of 
**  their  ally,  demanded,  not  as  a  contribution  upon  the 
*•  Vizier,  or  as  a  loan  extorted  from  him,  but  merely  to  li- 
**  quidate  his  debt  to  the  Company,  and  was  faithfully  ap- 
**  plied  to  the  purpofe,  and  was  fo  feafonable  a  relief,  that 
"  the  pubHc  credit  of  the  Company  was  faved  by  it.  This 
"  was  all  that  Mr.  Haftings  did ;  the  violences  ufed  in  the 
^  detail  of  the  bufinefs  ought  not  to  be  charged  to  him." 

Mr.  Toung  oblerved,  that  as,  during  the  courfe  of  the  pre-  Mr. ' 
ceding  feffion,  he  had  moved,  that  the  word  impeachment  he  a 
part  of  the  motion,  with  a  view  to  fhew  gentlemen  the  great 
length  to  which  they  were  proccding,  and  by  way  of  exprcf- 
fmg  his  difapprobation  of  the  mode  adopted,  of  exhibiting 
"feparate  and  drftindb  charges,  and  then  ultimately  making 
the  accumulated  quantum  of  criminality  refulting  from  the 
whole,  the  ground  of  impeachment,  he  fliould  vvilh  to  witli- 
draw,  and  not  to  vote  at  all,  though  he  did  not  hefitate  to 
declare,  that  after  what  had  paffed,  neither  the  honour  of 
that  Houfe,  nor  the  honour  of  Mr.  Haftings  could  be  clear- 
ed, without  their  carrying  the  articles  up  to  the  Houfe  of 
Lords. 

Sir  PhU'p  Jennings  C/erke  fpoke  againft  the  amendment,  Sir  : 
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and  for  the  fecond  reading  of  the  report,  with  a  view  to  for- 
ward the  impeachment. 

The  Houfe  divided  on  the  now  (landing  part  of  the  quef- 
tion,  when  the  numbers  were,  ayes  (for  the  report's  being 
now  read  a  fecond  time)  175.     Noes  89.       . 
jor  Scott      Major  Scott  faid,  that  he  had  feveral  obfervations  to  make 
on  the  different  articles,  but  he  was  not  prepared  at  that  late 
hour.     He  therefore  wifh'ed  the  Houfe  to  adjourn  the  farther 
confideriition  of  the  report. 
Fox.         Mr.  Fox  obferved,  that  he  had  no  objeSion  to  confent  to 
having  the  firft  article  read  and  voted,  and  then  poftponing 
the  farther  confideration  of  tlie  remaining  articles  of  the  re- 
port,   in  order  to  give  the  honourable  gentleman  time  to 
make  his  obfervations,  provided  that  every  gentleman  clearly 
and  diflin£Hy  underftood,  that  as  foon  as  the  queftion  had 
been  put  upon  each  article,  thedecifivequeftion  of  impeach- 
ment would  come  on. 
.Chan-       Mr.  Chancellor  Fitt  rofe,  and  remarked,  that  when  they 
°'   ^  '  came  to  the  article  containing  fome  fa£is  wh'ch   he  :iad, 
when  the  charge  was  under  feparate  and  diftindl  diicuiuon, 
ftated  his  reafons  for  not  adopting,  he  would  then  Uiy?iiis 
objisftions,  and  if  they  were  over-ruled,  he  would  not  vtte 
at  all  upon  that  article ;  but  tha^t  he  fliould  neverthelefs  vote 
for  the  general  queftion  of  impeachment. 

This  being  foadjufted,  the  firft  article  was  read  and  voted. 
After  which,  the  remainder  of  the  report  was  adjourned  for 
farther  confideration  upon  the  m.orrow. 
d  Frc-     ;  Lord  Frederick  Campbell  (according  to  order)  reported  from 
c^         theCommitteeof  the  whole  Houle,  to  whom  it  was  referred 
'^  ^  *    to  confider  of  the  feveral  accounts  and  papers  which  were 
prefented  to  the  Houfe  upon  the  27th  day  of  April  Jaft,  by 
Mr.  Morton,  (rfrom  the  Direftors  of  the  Eaft  India  Compa- 
nyy)  and  alfo,  of  the  four  accounts.  No.  38,  39,  40,  and  4i>    . 
which  were  prefented  to  the  Houfe,  by  the  faid  Mr.  Mor- 
ton, upon  Wednefday  lafl;  the  refolutions  which  the  Com- 
mittee had  diredled  him  ta  report  to  the  Houfe,  which  he 
read  in  his  place,  ^and  afterwards  delivered  in  at  the  table, 
where  the  fame  were  read,  and  are  as  followeth,  viz. 

Refolved,  **  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee,  that  the 
**  fum  total  of  debts  owing  by  the  Eaft  India  Company,  in 
"  their  different  fettlements  in  the  Eaft  Indies,  and  of  fums 
"  for  which  bills  have  been  granted,  payable  on  the  Court  of 
**  Dire£lor8  at  home,  in  purfuance  of  their  orders  of  the 
*'  15th  day  of  September,  1785,  amounted,  according  to  the 
*^  lateft- accounts  received  in  England,  to  the  fum  of  nine 
*«  crores  twenty-fix  lack$  forty  thoufand  one  hundred  and 
<*  fixty  two  current  rupees." 
Refolved,    "  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee,  that  the 
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"  fum  total  of  the  faid  debts,  bearing  intereft,  amounted  to 
"  feven  crores  fifty  three  tacks  feventy  nine  thoufand  feven 
**- hundred  and  fixty-one  current  rupees." 

Relblved, '"  That  it  appears  to  this  Cocnmittee,  that  the 
"  annual  amount  of  intereft  payable  on  the  faid  debts  in  In- 
"  dia,  before  bills  had  been  granted  for  any  part  of  the 
**  fame,  was  fixty-three  lacks,  feventy  thoufand  two  hun- 
**  dred  and  fifty  current  rupees." 

Refolved,  "  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee^  that  the 
.**  annual  revenues  of  the  Eaft  India  Company,  in  the  pro- 
'"  vinces  of  Bengal,  Bahar,  and  Orifla,  and  from  Benares  and 
"  Oude,  under  the  heads  of  mint  or  coinage  duties,  poft- 
"  office  colleftions,  Benares  revenue,  Oude  fubfidy,  land  re- 
**  venues,  cuftoms,  and  the  receipts  from  the  fales  of  fait 
**  and  opium,  amounted,  on  the  average  of  three  years,  from 
**  1 78 1-2  to  1783-4,  tQ  the  fum  of  five  crores  two  lacks 
•*  twenty -five  thoufand  five  hundred  and  fifty  current  ru- 
«  pees." 

Refolved,  "  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee,  that  the 
"  annual  revenues  of  the  Eaft  India  Company,  in  the  pro- 
**  vinces  of  Bengal,  Bahar,  and  Orifla,  and  from  Benares  and 
**  Oude,  under  the  fame  heads  for  the  ye:r  1786-7,  areefti- 
"  mated,  by  the  Governor  General  and  Council  of  Bengal^ 
**  to  amount  to  the  fum  of  four  crores  ninety-five  lacks 
**  twenty  thoufand  two  hundred  and  forty-four  currei\t  re- 
««  pees-'^ 

Refolved,  "  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee,  that  the 
•*  annual  charges  to  be  defrayed  by  the  Eaft  India  Company, 
**  in  the  provinces  of  Bengal,  Bahar,  and  Orifla,  and  in  Be- 
**  -nares  and  Oude,  under  the  heads  of  civil,  military,  and 
^*  marine,  the  charges  of  colledling  the  revenues  and  cuf- 
<^  toms,  and  the  advances  and  charges  on  account  of  fait  and 
'**  opium,  for  the  year  1786-7,  are  eftimated  by  the  Gover- 
"  nor  General  and  Council  of  Bengal,  to  amount  to  threp 
"  crores  five  lacks  fifty-feven  thoufand  four  hundred  and 
<*  eighty-feven  current  rupees ;  and  that  the  annual  charge 
**  defrayed  by  the  faid  Company,  under  the  head  of  build- 
^  ings  and  fortifications,  amounted,  on  the  average  of  three 
«  years,  from  178 1-2  to  1783-4,  to  feven  lacks  current  ru- 
**  pees,  making  together  three  crores  twelve  lacks  fifty- 
**  feven  thoufand  four  hundred  and  eighty-feven  current  ru- 
*«  pees.'' 

Refolved,  "  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee,  that  the 
"  annual  revenues  of  the  Eaft  India  Company,  at  the  Prefi* 
**  dency  of  Fort  Saint  George,  and  the  fettlements  fubordi- 
"  nate  thereto,  and  in  the  Carnatic  and  Northern  CircarSj^ 
**  under  the  heads  of  mint  or  coinage  duties,  fea  or  land  cuf- 
«*  toms,  fubfidy  of  the  Nabob  of  Astot  and  Rajah  of  Tan- 

T  t  *  <«  jore^ 
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f^  jore,  land  revenues,  and  farms,  and  licenfes,  amounted,  oh 
-*^  an  average  of  three  years,  from  1 782-3  to  1 784-5,  to  the 
"  fum  of  twenty-three  lacks  ninety-five  thoufand  two  hun- 
f^  dred  and  twenty-nine  pagodas." 

Refolved,  "  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee,  that  the  aa- 
."  nual  revenues  of  the  E^ft  India  Company,  at  the  PreCden- 
"  cy  of  Fort  Saint  George,  and  tjie  fettlements  fubordinate 
.**  thereto,  and  in  the  Caniatic  and  Northern  Circars,  under 
:"  the  fame  heads,  for  the  year  1786-7,  is  eftimated,  by  the 
.'^  Governor  and  Council  of  Madras,  to  amount  to  twenty- 
.**  fix  lacks  feventy-twp  thoufand  eight  hundred  and  feventy 
5^  pagodas." 

Refolved,  *^  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee,  that  the 
.^*  annual  charge,  to  be  defrayed  by  the  faid  Company,  at  the 
.*^  Prefidency  of  Fort  St.  G.eorge,  and  in  the  Carnatic  and 
*^  Northern  Circars,  under  the  refpeftive  heads  of  civil,  ml- 
*^  litary,  buildings  and  fortifications,  and  the  charges  of  coir 
.*^  leding  the  revenues  and  cuftoms  for  the  year  1786-7,-  is 
.<^  eftimated,  by  the  Governor  and  Council  at  Madras,  to 
.**  amount  to  twenty-four  lacks,  feventy  thpufand  nine  hua- 
>*  dred  and  feventy-two  pagodas." 

Refolved,  "  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee,  that  the 
f*  account,  now  before  the  Houfe,  of  the  amount  of  revenue 
.*'  received  by  theEaft  India  Company,  at  the  Prefidency  of 
*^  Bombay  and  the  fettlements  fubordinate  thereto,  for  the 
**  three  years,  from  1780-1  to  1782-3,  does  not  diftinguiik 
.*'  how  much  of  the  fame  arofe  from  revenues  ftill  in  the  pof- 
^'  feffion  of  the  Eaft  India  Company." 

Refolved,  **  That  it  appears  to  this  Cpmmitteie,  that  the 
.*^  annual  revenues  of  the  Eaft  India  Company,  at  the  Prefl- 
**  dency  of  Bombay  and  the  fettjements  fubordinatje  thereto^ 
.*'  under  the  heads  of  Jand  revenues,  cuftoms,  and  farms  or 
*^  licenfes^  for  the  year  1786-7,  are  eftimated,  by  the  Gover- 
f^  nor  and  Council  of  Bombay,  at  eleven  lacks,  forty-one 
5^  thoufand  fevep  hundred  and  thirteen  rupees.'* 
I  R,efoly,ed,  ^*  That  it  appears  to  this  Committee^  that  the 
*5  annual  charges  to  be  defrayed  by  the  Eaft  India  Company, 
**  at  the  Prefidency  of  Bombay  and  the  fettlements  fubordi- 
*'  nate  thereto,  in  the  year  1786-7,  are  eftimated,  by  the 
<5  Gpverjior  and  Council  at  Bombay,  at  forty-five  lacks  of 
•^  rupees,  but  that  the  fame  are  riot  properly  diftinguiflied 
f'  into  civil  and  military,  and  are  alfo  fuppofed  tp  include 
f^  fome  arrears." 

Refolved,  "That  it  appears  to  this  Committee,  that*  the 
f^  annual  revenues  of  the  Eaft  India  Company,  at  the  Ptefi- 
5^  dency  of  Fort  Marlborough  and  its  dependencies,  arifing 
ff  from  cuftoms;  farmS;  and  licenfes^  amounted  on  an  average 

«of 
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'*  of  three  years,  from  1782-310  1784-5,  to  the  fum  often 
"  ^houfand  fix  hundred  and  feventy-fix  Spanifh  dollars.'* . 
The  Hoafe  adjourned* 

T^urjdaj^  lOth  May. 

The  Houfc  upon  motion  proceeded  to  take  the  remaining 
articles  (of  impeachment  againft  Warren  Haflings,  Efcj.)  oiF 
die  Secret  Committee  into  confideration,  and  when  they 
came  to  the  articles  relative  to  the  princefTes  of  Oude, 

Major  Scott  faid,  he  did  not  mean  at  all  to  trouble  the  MajorSc 
Houfe  with  objeflions  to  the  articles,  but  there  was  one  ob- 
ledion,  in  point  of  fad,  to  the  fecond  article,  whicii  he 
»'dJd  not  help  taking  notice  of;  it  was  in  proof  before  the 
Hoafe,  both  by  viva  voce  evidence  and  by  undilputed  re- 
:ord8,  that  every  thing  aflerted  relative  to  the  women  in 
Kbord  Mahal  was  a  moft  palpable  and  ridiculous  mifrepre* 
Centatlon  ;  that  not  only  Mr.  Haftings,  but  no  Englilhman, 
Iriflunan,  or  native  of  Scotland  had  the  fmalleft  connt-ftion, 
direftly  or  indireftly,  at  any  time  with  the  women  of  the 
Khord  Mahal.  As  this  aflertion  muft  be  fo  completely  dif- 
proved  before  the  Lords,  he  fubmitted  it  to  the  gentlemen 
)n  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  whether  they  would  choofe 
0  infert  fuch  nonfenfe  in  their  charge :  as  for  Mr.  Haftings, 
le  was  cl^a^ly  ignorant  of  the  whole  proceeding — but  he 
lood  ijp  for  the  honour  of  every  fubjeft  of  Great  Britain, 
vh^n  he  faid  that  no  perfon  conneSed  with  our  government 
ras  accountable,  dinedHy  or  indireftly,  for  the  good  or  ill 
;oYemment  of  the  won>en  of  the  Khord  Mahal  or  lefler  Ze- 
Ulna. 

Mr.  Burke  obferved,  that  he  believed  it  was  needlefs  tp  Mr.  Hurl 
«mind  the  Houfe,  that  on  the  preceding  day  they  hail 
teard,  from  ap  authority  of  the  firft  rank,  (Mr.  N.  ^mith) 
)f  the  iinproper  part  which  Hyder  Beg  Khan  (the  miniftcr 
)f  the  Nabob  Vizier)  had  taken,  and  he  meant  to  charge 
Hyder  Beg  Khan  as  the  inftrument  of  Mr.  Haftings  in  all 
lie  criminal  tranfaftions  in  Oude,  of  which  the  Houfe 
^ould  know  much  more  than  they  were  yet  acquainted 
'^ith  on  the  morrow.  Hyder  Beg  Khan  had  been  the  black 
Qover  of  all  thpfe  black  proceedings,  at  the  very  mention 
f  which  a  whitie  face  could  not  but  have  bluflied.  Mr. 
»urke  added  fome  other  reafons  for  thinking  decidedly  that 
'Ir.  Haftings  was  the  principal,  and  Hyder  Beg  Khan  the 
tiinediate  agent  of  all  the  afis  of  oppreffion  and  corrup- 
on  committed  in  Oude,  and  gave  notice  that  he  would 
5  upon  that  fentiment,  and  make  it  matter  of  charge 
{ainft  Warren  Haftings^  £fq. 

Major 
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Major  Scott      Major  Scott  faid  in  reply  to  Mr.  Burke,  that  he  would  pufli 
the  matter  no  farther;,but  when  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman failed  in  all  his  proofs,   as  he  knew  he  muft,  ho 
hoped  the  Houfe  would  recolleft  all  that  had  pafled  on  that' 
day,  and  as  he  now  faw  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Courtenay)  in  the  Houfe,  who  had  related  fome  circum* 
fiances  relative  to  Colonel  Camac,  (the.  Major  faid)  hewai' 
ready  to  lay  before  the  Houfe,  in  a  letter  written  by  Coh 
nel  Camac  himfelf,    the  fulleft  proof  that  the  honourabi 
gentleman  had^flerted  what  had  not  the  fmalleft  foundatio 
in  fadl :    the  fubjedl,  it  was  true,  was  of  no  great  confe 
quence ;  but  he  pledged  himfelf  to  prove,  from  letters  writ 
ten  by  Colonel  Camac  himfelf,  that  there  was  not  the  fmalkj 
eft  foundation  for  one  fingle  aflertion  that  the  honouraf  * 
gentleman  had  made  relative  to  Mr.  Haftings*  treatment 
that  officer.  ^% 

Mr.  Cour-       ^^*  Courtenay  rofe  and  faid,  he  would  not  lightly  ftatc  *j 

tciuj'.  fa6l  of  importance  to  the  Houfe,  and  declare  it  to  be  to-' 
thentic,  unlefs  he  was  perfuaded  himfelf  that  it  was  wcQ' 
founded  :  he  had  heard  the  particulars  of  the  anecdote; 
gentleman  he  alluded  to  was  well  known  (he  believed)  iri 
many  perfons  in  that  Houfe,  and  univerfally  refpefled  fcy*^ 
all  who  knew  him ;  he  meant  Mr.  John  Smith:  that  eentte- 
man  had  in  his  prefence  declared,  that  Lieutenant  Colonel' 
Camac  had  taken  the  command  of  the  troops  at  the  in- 
fiance  of  Mr.  Haftings ;  that  he  had,  by  dint  of  fujAtrior 
vigilance  and  a£livity,  furprifed  Madagee.  Scindia's  camp^ 
taken  all  his  artillery,  and  made  a  great  number  of  his  foreo 
prifoners ;  that  Madagee  Scindia  in  confequence  fent  two 
Vakeels  with  propofitions  of  peace  extremely  favourable  to 
the  Britifh  intereft  in  India;  that  Lieutenant  Colonel  Canuc 
immediately  tranfmitted  the  propofitions  to  Mr.  Haftings 
and  inftead  of  receiving  any  anfwer  to  the  point,  Colood 
Muir  was  fent  put  to  take  the  coiYimand  from  Lieutenant 
Colon^l  Camac,  which  was,  he  believed,  the  firft  inftaM 
of  rewarding  a  fuccefsful  commander  by  depriving  htin  d 
his  command.  Mr.  Courtenay  added,  that  Colonel  Muff 
was  afterwards  defeated  by  Madagee  Scindia,  and  a  diflnh 
nourable  peace  ultimately  obliged  to  be  made. 

On  the  queftion  (moved  by  Mr.  Burke  after  the  artidei 
of  impeachment  were  all  read,  amended,  and  agreed  to) 
*<  that  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  be  impeached  of  high  crimel 
"  and  mifdemeanors,"  \ 

Mr^Sumner      Mr.  Sumner  exprefled  his  aftonifliment,  that  a  gentlenwl 

of  fuch  high  cha rafter,  acknowledged  ability,  and  rcceifBi 

integrity  as  Mr.  Haftings  ftiould  be  the  fubjedl  of  an  Ml- 

peachment :  he  faid,  he  had  been  bred  up  in  the  habit  rf 

regarding  that  gentlemau  as  a  modd  o€  ^erfe&ion^  and  been 
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nght  by  thofe  who  for  twenty  years  had  run  a  race  with 
It.  Hoftmgs  in  public  life,  to  think  that  if  he  could'  imi- 
Se  any  thiag  of  his  great  example,  he  could  not  fail  to 
lake  a  fliining  figure  in  any  ftation  to  which,  by  the  ex- 
Fcife  of  his  talents,,  or  by  the  chance  of  events,  he  might 
i  raufed*     He  defcribed  Mr.  Haftings  as  a  man  educated  in 
11^  idea  of  filling  a  place  in  private  life  only,  but  who  had» 
n^unforeleen  accidents,    been  exalted  to  a  rank  of  great 
'mity  and  fingular  power :  that,  however,  his  condudl  in 
;  dangerous  and  tempting  fituation  might  have  rendered 
,  the  objefl:  of  a  profecution  carried  on  in  that  Houle, 
lith  UHCommon  virulence,  (he  had  almoft  faid,  with  unex- 
npled  malice)  he  was  regarded  by  the  world  in  general  as 
Lpolitician  pofielled  of  more  than  ordinary  wifdom,  and  as 
i^ftatefman  eminent  for  his  aftivity  and  exertion.     The 
^lench,  he  faid,  to  whom  Mr.  Haftings  had  certainly,   in 
lis  public  conduit,  evinced  no  partiality,  idolized  him,  and 
litoUed  his  a<^ions  as  more  than  human.    Indeed  there  was 
carcely  a  quarter  of  the  globe,  or  any  place  in  any  diftrift 
ti  the  divifions  of  the  world,    which  did  not  join  in  his 
vaife  and  fpeak  of  him  with  rapture,  excepting  only  that 
Boufe,  where  he  had  been  debafed  by  joking  phrafes,  run 
^ovn  by  ribaldry,  and  loaded  with  inveftive  fit  only  to  be 
applied  to  the  moft  atrocious  criminal  after  convicflion,  and 
hj  no  means  worthy  to  be  heard  in  a  Britifh  fenate  engaged 
k  an  inquiry,  whether  there  was  matter  of  charge  or  not 
againft  a.gentleman  who  had  lately  ftood  in  a  fituation,  from 
iti  eiQinence  alone,  entitled  to  refpedl  and  veneration.  Mr. 
Sumner,  after  an  abundance  of  praife  of  Mr.  Haftings,  of 
deprecation  of  his  profecution,  and  of  afiTertion  of  his  tho« 
n>ugh  convi6lion  of  his  complete  innocence,  concluded  with 
etprefling  his  concurrence  in  the  impeachment,  as  the  only 
Bieans  of  refcuing  Mr.  Haftings  from  the  calumny  with 
BKhich  his  name  was  at  prefent  loaded. 

■  ]^lajor  Scott  rofe  after  Mr.  Sumner  and  faid,  I  will  not.  Major  Sew 
Ndr.  Speaker,  prefume  to  detain  the  Houfe  upon  the  prefent 
jueftion;  but  as  I  have  invariably  and  confcientioufly  voted 
againft  every  article,  and  as  I  now  mean  moft  heartily  to 
tote- for  the  impeachment,  I  hope  the  Houfe  will  permit 
me  to  ftate  very  fliortly  what  are  my  reafons  for  the  vote 
1  now  mean  to  give — I  oppofed  the  articles  from  a  complete 
conviftion  that  they  are  founded  in  ignorance  and  mifrepre- 
featation;  and  in  fadt  the  whole  of  the  right  honourable 
gcatleman's  charges  amount  to  this;  that  Mr.  Haftings  by 

Spreffion,  by  injuftice  and  corruption,  has  obtained  for  the 
>mpany  nine  millions  and  a  half  fterling.  I  think,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  all  the  a6ls  complained  of  were  wife,  poli- 
ty, and  juft;  but  were  I  of  a  contrary  opinion,  could  I,  ai; 

an 
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'      :         an  honeft  man,  lay  my  hand  upon  my  heart  and  vote  fotl 
the  impeachment  of  Mr.  Haftings,  while  bafely  and  in£i«l 
moufly  I  benefited  by  his  mifdeeds?  I  could  not;  and  hoirl 
gentlemen  who  condemn  thefe  a6ts  fuffer  a  day  to  pafs  with-' 
out  moving  retribution  to  the  fufferers,  is  to  me  incoropie«; 
henfible.     The .  articles,   however,    haife  been  received  by 
the  Houfe,  and  it  is  aflerted,  that  he  has  teen  influencw 
by  corrupt  motives  in  various  inftances ;  this  being  the  caf^ 
I  cheerfully  vote  for  the  caufe  being  trjinsferred  to  that  tri- 
bunal, where  I  know  the  falfity  of  the  charge  muft  be  pro-j 
ved  by  incontrovertiblb  evidence ;  and  it  is  upon  this  grouiH 
I  give  my  vote.     I  agree  to  the  impeachment,  as  the  mead] 
by  which  the  honour  of  Mr.  Haftings  will  be  fully  clearedj 
at  the  fame  time  I,  with  all  mankind,  ^xprefs  my  wondG| 
tliat  after  all  the  calamities  this  country  has  fuftained,  afia 
all  the  lofles  (he  has  fuffered  from  the  folly  or  mifmanage- 
ment  of  her  rulers,  the  man  allowed  by  all  to  have  beol 
eminently  fuccefsful,  (hould  be  the  objeft  of  profecutioD  bjj 
the  Commons  of  Great  Britain  in  Parliament  aflembled.' 
Mr.Burgcfs      Mr.  Burgefs  faid,  that  from  the  beginning  he  had  takeflrl 
decided  and  open  part  in  this  bufinefs.  He  had  done  {ofxxk 
the  firmeft  convicSlion  that  Mr.  Haftings  had  defervedtiii 
thanks  and  gratitude  of  the  country ;  a  tribute  which,  fil 
his  part,  he  moft  willingly  paid  him.     That  he  rejoiced  to 
think  he  had  throughout  the  profecution  defended  t^ie  dm 
of  a  great   and  injured  man,  and  had  oppofed  proceediiJ|i 
which  he  fliould  ever  reprobate  as  unjuft,  impolitic,  interei- 
cd  and  malicious.    Other  gentlemen  might,  if  they  thoi^ 
proper,  vote  to-day  for  the  impeachment.     He  could  not 
follow   their  example.     Confiftently  with  thofe  fentimenll 
by  wliich  he  had  all  along  been  aftuated,  confiftently  wift 
the  dilates  of  his  confcience,  and  with  his  own  peffduA 
honour,  he  would  oppofe  the  profecution  tolts  laft  ftagk 
If  a  divifion  fhould  take  place,  he  would  vote  againft  it;l 
not,  he  would  inftantly  quit  the  Houfe,  to  avoid  being  Jli* 
plicated  in  the  guilt  and  difg'race  of  the  fentence  about  tok 
pronounced.  '  v 

The.queftion  was  carried.  ' 

Mr.  Frcde-      "Mr.  Frederick  Montague  faid,  that  he  rofe  tomakeaitt^^ 
nek  Mon-    ^Jqj^^  which  could  not,  he  conceived,  meet  with  rtfiAtil^ 
*S"c-         after  what  had  pafled,  as  it  was  founded  in  principles  of  hi' 
mnnity  and  juftice.     Mr.  Montague  then  moved,  -^ 

"  That  Mr.  Burke,  in  the  name  of  the  Houfe  of  Cofll^= 
•^  mons,  and  of  all  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  do  ft 
"  to  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  and  impeach  WarnSl 
"  Haftings,  Efq.  late  Governor  General  of  Bengal,  of  biA 
*^  crimes  and  mifdemeanors,  and  do  acquaint  the  Lords  tiW 


A.  1787.  b    fe    B    A   T    E    S.  3j 

-^  the  Coininons  Will,  with  all  convenient  fpeed,  exhibit  ar« 
^  tides  againft  hiro,  and  make  good  the  fame." 

The  majority  of  the  Houfe  immediately  attended  Mr.    . 
Burke  to  riife  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  where  Mr.  Burke 
Iblemnly  iodpeached  Mr.  Haftings  in  the  form  above  recited. 

Friday^  wth  May. 

.' .  Mir.  Bufie  ftood  up  in  his  ^lace,   and  reported  to  the  Mr.  Burk 

\  Houfe^  that  he  had  been  to  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords 

I  in  obedience  to  the  commands  of  the  Houfe,  and  there,  in 

i  the  name  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  of  all  the  Com- 

t  ipons  of  Great  Britain,  impeached  Warren  Haftings,  Efq. 

tS,  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors.      Mr.  Burke  propofed 

lifkflrs.  Wallis  and  Troward,  as  the  Solicitors  on  the  part  of 

tiie  Houfe,  and  took  the  opportunity  of  giving  notice,  that, 

at  the  inftance  of  fome  perfons  of  condderable  importance 

in  that  Houfe,  he  fhould  move  to  difcharge  the  order  which 

Aood  for  this  day»  for  taking  into  confideration  the  charge 

idative  to  the  mifdemeanors  in  Oude,  which  he  meant  to 

bring'  forward,  when  he  fhould  be  extremely  fhort,  unlefs 

tbe  criminality  of  the  conduct  of  Mr.   Haftings,  which  in 

Us  opinion  appeared  upon  the  face  of  the  charge,  fhould  be 

denied,  and  in  that  cafe  be  fhould  feel  it  necefTary  to  go 

ibmewhat  at  length  into  explanation. 

Upon  the  queftion  for  reading  the  report  of  the  callico 
inters'  bill, 

Mr.  DempJIer  oppofed  it,  as  likely  to  prove  injurious  to  the  Mr.  Dem) 
tevenue.  He  contended,  that  though  individual  members  of *^*"* 
Parliament  were  not  officially  called  upon  to  propofe  mea- 
&ires  for  tiieincreafe  of  the  revenue,  it  was  neverthelefs  their 
duty  univerfally  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  prevent  any  mea- 
fiire  from  paffing  into  a  law  which  probably  might  tend  to 
its  diminution. 

Alderman  Ne^nham  defended  the  bill  as  fair,  liberal,  and  Alderman 
jufl,  fince  it  held  out  protedlion  to  fkill,  ingenuity,  and  in-  Ncwnham. 
Vention,  with  an  equal  hand,  and  made  no  diftindlion  in  fa- 
vour of  any  particular  place,  or  anv  particular  party. 
The  Houfe  divided,  Ayes,  78;  Noes,   14. 

Mr.  Grey  gave  notice  of  his  intention,  upon  an  early  open  Mr.  Grey, 
liay,  to  bring  forward  a  motion  relative  to  certain   abufes 
which  prevailed  in  the  Poft  Office. 

'f  he  order  of  the  day  for  the  third  reading  of  the  poft^ 
liorfe  tax  farming  bill  being  moved  and  read,  the  Speaker  put 
the  aueftion,  when 

u  Mr.  yolltffe  obferved,  that  he  conceived  it  to  be  his  duty  Mr.  JoilJ« 
CO  oppofethe  progrefsof  the  bill  in  every  ftage,  and  that  al- 
though it  had  been  before  debated,  he  could  not  avoid  again 
Vol.  XXII.  U  ti  Hating 
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Hating  his  objefti^ns  to  the  principle.  It  was  the  principle 
attempted  to  be  eftablifhed,  and  not  merely  the  till,  which 
was  the  obje£l  of  purfuit.  No  man  who  would  allow  him- 
f^lf  a  moment's  confideration  could  poflibly  doubt.  Oneho* 
nourable  gentleman,  a  uniform  fupporter'of  the  MinifieF, 
and  who  was  probably  much- in  his  confidence,  had  fpoken 
out  manfully,  as  he  always  did;  he  had  declared  that  the 
letting  of  the  revenue  to  farm  in  many  inftances  was  the 
bcft  mode  of  collefiion,  and  ought  to  be  eftabliflied.  This 
aflertion  was  acqutefced  in  by  the  Minifter's  filencc;  and 
Mr.  JollifFe  faid  he  would  put  the  matter  thus  in  iffuc 
Would  the  right  honourable  gentleman  declare  that  he  never 
would  again  apply  to  Parliament  for  the  power  to  let  to  farm 
any  other  part  of  the  revenue?  If  he  would,  this,  though 
in  many  refpedts  objeflionable,  might  be  acceded  to;  but  if 
he  would  not,  no  man  could  be  haidy  enougb  to  deny  that 
the  principle  of  letting  the  revenue  to  farm  was  the  objed 
fought  after;  and  this  was  only  to  try  how  the  Houfe  and 
the  Public  would  rellfh  the  attempt.  He  would  therefore-^ 
contend  againft  the  principle,  and  endeavour  to  fhew  that  it 
was  not  conformable  to  the  generally-received  principles  of 
the  conftitution,  and  that  it  went  to  eftablifti  a  fyflem  of  in- 
fluence, of  power  and  corruption,  greater  than  ever  was 
known  to,  exift  in  this  country.  He  was  well  aware  that  it 
might  be  faid  that  the  letting  the  revenue  to  farm  was  nodi- 
reft  breach  of  the  conftitution,  for  that  it  had  been  pradifei 
in  former  times ;  but  to  this  he  muft  obferve,  that  he  con- 
ceived the  conftitution  to  depend  more  on  modern  than  on 
ancient  praftice,  and  that  there  had  been  no  inftance  fincc 
the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second  of  letting  any  part  of  the 
revenue  to  farm.  He  did  not  know  whether  the  prefeiit  Mi- 
tiiftry  would  chufe  to  date  the  sera  of  the  conftitution  from 
that  reign ;  but  he  would  go  no  farther  back  than  the  revo- 
hition,  and  ^from  that  period  to  this  no  Minifter  had  daVcd 
even  to  propofe  a  meafure  of  the  kind.  To  argue  that  the 
grant  of  the  crofs  pofts  to  Mr.  Allen  had  any  analogy  tothisy 
was  a  pofition  the  moft  prepofterous  that  could  heftated; 
Mr.  Allen  was  the  inventor  of  that  fcheme,  and  he  was  al- 
lowed to  farm  the  experiment,  as  Mr.  Palmer  now  fanned  J 
the  carrying  the  letters  by  coaches.  He  was  limited  to  take  ^ 
a  definite  fum  for  each  letter;  no  difpute  could  arife,  and  if  | 
theperfon  to  whom  the  letter  was  direftecl  did  not  chufe  to 
-  pay  for  it,  he  did  not  receive  it ;  but  in  this  cafe  endlefs  dif- 
pute and  litigation  would  bq  promoted.  If  the  principle  of 
letting  taxes  to  farm  was  once  admitted  to  be  a  good  mode 
of  collefting  the  revenue,  it  was  equally  applicable  to  any 
other  tax  as  to  this.  The  letting  by  bidding,  as  was  propo- 
fed  in  this  cafe,  by  no  means  took  away  the  preference,  if 

any 
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any  was  wiflied  to  be  given ;  the  fecurity  of  a  favoured  per- 
fon  might  be  approved,  and  thofe  to  whom  partiality  was  not 
to  be  ftiewn,   might   be  declared  infufficient.     There  were 
even  in  a  public  letting  innumerable  ways  of  forwarding  the 
faccefs  of  one,  and  preventing  that  of  another.     But  admit 
only  the  principle  of  letting  tlie  revenue,  and  it  did  not  fol- 
low that  a  public  retting  was  always  to  be  adhered  to ;  it 
might,  if  it  accorded  with  the  inclination  of  the  Minifter, 
te  faid,  more  mighc  be  obtained  by  private  iL.^n  by  public 
i^re^ment,  and  that  the  Minifter  of  finance  is  to  make  every 
tax  as'produftiveas  poffible,  by  fuch  means  as  appear  to  him 
left.     Such  reafoning,  added  Mr.  JollifFe,  opens  a  door  for 
corruption,  and  jobs  of  every  defcription ;  and  there  is  no 
influence  that  can  be  prafliicJ  on  an  individual,  nor  any  pil- 
•  fage  of  the  public  treafure  tliat  is  not  liable  to  be  eftablilhed 
apon  this  maxim.     Iliere  is  no  length  cf  time  to  which  it 
may  not  be  argued  as  advifeable  to  extend  the  contraft,  nor 
any  fum,  however  low,  at  which  it  may  not  bcftated,  that        v 
anew  tax  ought  to  be  let.     One  ohfervation  as  to  this  parti-' 
^ular  tax,  he  faid,  that  he  muft  make:  the  very  founda- 
tbn  on  which  the  bill  was  built,  namely,  that  the  tax  was 
e?aded,  had   never  been  eftabliflied;    the  produce  had  in- 
creafed  anqually,  and  the  laft  year  amounted  to  114,000!.; 
fo  that  the  pofting  of  the  kingdom  muft  have  amounted  to 
456,000!.,  which  was  as  much  as  could  be  fuppofed;  and 
he  apprehended  as  much  as  could  have  been  expended  in  that 
mode  of  travelling  only.     That  there  might  be  fome  fmall 
evafions,  was  poffible,  though  he  was  not  able  to  trace  any, 
but  he  was  fure  that  thofe  evafions  were  by  no  means  equal 
to  the  money  the  farmer  would  gain,  over  and  above  what 
the  public  treafury  would  receive.     No  Minifter  had  ever  at- 
tempted fo  bold  and  dangerous  an  experiment;  no  man  but 
the  jright  honourable  gentleman,  he  was  fure,  had  raftinefs 
enough  to  embark  in  fuch  a  fcheme. 

Mr.  ff^lbrabam  contended,  that  it  would  have  been  kind  iVfr.Wi! 
and  proper  in  the  Minifter  to  have  humoured  the  national  ^^™* 
prejudices ;  that  the  prejudices  of  the  people  clearly  went 
3^ainft  the  idea  of  farming  any  part  of  the  national  revenue; 
and  that  as  thofe  prejudices  were  known  and  avowed,  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  to  have 
adopted  his  meafures  accordingly.  He  'remarked  that  there 
was  an  effential  diftinflion  between  the  payment  of  a  tax  be- 
ing evaded  by  thofe  whom  the  Legiflature  intended  to  pay 
it,  and  its  being  fraudulently  holden  back  from  the  Exche- 
quer by  tjie  Colledlors.  In  the  prefent  iiiftance,  it  was  not 
pretended  that  the  Public  did  not  pay  the  tax,  and,  confe- 
ouently^  it  was  hard  to  infli£l:  upon  their  Ihoulders  what 

U  «  2  tliey 


ii  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  ijjj, 

they  confidered  as  a  galling  and  vexations  mo4e  of  cpllecr 
tion,  where  they  certainly  were  not  at  all  to  blame. 
ir  Richard  Sir  if/VA^rrf  i7///obferved,  that  as  he  had  fully  delivered 
his  fentiments  in  favour  of  the  bill  on  a  former  occafion,  he 
would  not  trefpafs  longer  pn  the  tiqie  of  the  Houfe,  than  to 
exprefs  his  fatisfa£tion  that  the  bill  was  fo  near  pafling,  and 
to  congratulate  the  Houfe,  that  the  farming  a  fingle  tax  had 
not  operated  like  a  raw  head  and  bloody  bones,  and  terrifie4 
gentlemen  from  fupporting  a  wife  meafure,  uticler  the  idcsj 
ihat  it  was  meant  as  a  prelude  to  putting  tlie  whole  revenue* 
of  the  kingdom  out  to  form,  as  was  the  praftice  in  France. 
Sir  Richard  declared  that  he  was  at  a  lofs  to  account  for  the 
eafy  way  in  which  gentlemen  had  made  up  their  minds  fince 
the  lafl  debate.  On  the  queftion  for  going  into  the  Com* 
mittee  upon  the  bill,  the  Houfe  had  been  divided  without  a 
fyllable  being  faid  upon  the  fubjeft ;  and  as  gentlemen  were 
prefept  whofe  faces  he  had  not  feen,  either  on  the  firft  or  fc- 
cond  reading,  or  in  the  Committee,  he  wondered  where  ther 
got  their  intelligence  refpedling  the  bill,  unlefs  they  received 
it*  from  the  poft  horfes  which  brought  them  to  town,  and 
which  being  parties  interefted,  had,  like  Balaam's  afs,  fud: 
denly  poflcflcd  the  gift  of  fpeech. 
rir  John  Sir  John  Miller  remarked,  that  it  W2^s  his  defign  to  biTQ 

Sillier.        given  an  opinion  upon  the  fubjeft  of  the  prefent  bill  in  an 
earlier  ftage  of  its  progrefs ;  but  having  now  heard  the  dif- 
ferent objeftioris  againft    it,  and  being  fatisfied  in  his  twi^ 
mind  oi  their  feel?lenefs  and  unfubftantialjty,  he  fhouldofe 
his  fentimenjts  upon  each  of  them  as  they  iftiould  occur  tohii 
recolledtion.     But,  firft,  he  fhould  take  notice  of  a  quota- 
tion from  Montefquieu,  brought  forward  by  an  honourable 
gentleman,  in  general  objeftion  to  the  farming  any  part  of 
the  revenue,  upon  the  firft  day  the  prefent  bill  came  before 
the  Houfe,  which  he  defired  to  read  as  part  of  his  fpeech; 
and  which  Sir  John  having  accordingly  read,  he  addedi  fp 
far  the  honourable  gentleman'  (Mr.  Dempfter)  applies  his 
quotation   properly  ;  but  had  he  only  taken  the  trouble  to 
have  read  the  paragraph  yrhich  immediately  followed  in  the 
fame  page,  he  would  find  that  it  contajnied  the  moft  power- 
ful argument  that  had  been  adduced  in  favour  of  the  bill  now 
before  us,  where  Montefquieu  fays,  "  I  acknowledge  it  ii 
*^  fometimes  of  ufe  to  farm  out  a  new  duty ;  for  there  is  aq 
**  art  in  preventing  frauds,  whiqh  mptives  of  intereft  ftig- 
*^  gefted   to  the  farmers,  but  which  commifljpners  never 
*^  think  of^     Now  the  manner  of  levying  it  being  Qiice  e(b- 
*^  bliftied  by  the  farmer,  it  may  fafely  be  afterward^  entnifi- 
<*  ed  to  a  commiffion."     Sir  John  fubmitted  to  the  Houfe  if 
Montefquieu  was  not  in  this  place  a  moft  powerful  advocate 
fot  the  prefent  bill.    He  thea  went  on  to  fay,  that  the  firft 
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ol>jc6kion  dated  to  the  bill  was,  that  "  no  frauds  had  been 
"  proved  to  have  been  committed  by  the  prel'ent  colledlion 
**  of  the  poft  tax."  He  had  himfelf  frequently  aiked  in 
travelling  to  have  the  ticket  in  his  own  pofleffion,  which 
had  been  always  refufed  him.  The  fame  had  happened  to 
many  of  his  acquaintance,  and  he  had  repeatedly  obfer- 
ved  poftilions  pafs  through  turnpikes,  without  producing, 
or  being  called  to  for  a  ticket.  He  had  heard  at  other 
timjes  the  poflilion  fay,  "  I  have  forgotten  my  ticket  ;* 
5*  Well,  bring  it  with  you  the  next  turn,  faid  the  turnpike 
."  caan,  that  will  do  as  well."  Had  this  not  been  the  cafe 
jHh  with  almoft  every  gentleman  in  the  Houfe  ?  And  did  it 
not  hold  forth  the  ftrongeft  poffible  prefumption  of  fraud 
and  collufion } 

Another  objedlion  was,  that  *^  farming  the  tax  would  not 
^*  increafe  the  prefent  public  income."  This  objeftioii,  con- 
tinued Sir  Johp,  ftands  felf-refuted,  inafmuch  as  the  tax  is  to 
be  put  up  to  aufiion  at  the  higheft  rate  it  has  ever  produced, 
^vhich  n^ay  fairly  be  called  playing  upon  velvet  for  the  Pub- 
Jic.  The  Public  cannot  therefore  lofe  ;  it  may  gain,  and 
its  gain  jyill  be  very  confiderable ;  and  doubtlefs  the  17,000!. 
per  annum  ftated  from  authority  to  be  the  price  of  its  collec- 
tion, will  be  regarded  as  nearly  an  adequate  comj>enlation  to 
its  future  farmers,  and  men  will  bid  fanguinely,  from  an  ex- 
pe£tation  of  a  future  advance  in  this  tax,  upon  account  of 
late  treaties  and  other  promifing  public  profpe<5ls,  as  turn- 
pikes have  been  frequently  letfo  high  as  to  prejudice  confidc- 
rably  their  takers.  '  It  has  alfo  been  alledged,  that  "  the 
f*  farming  this  tax  was  an  innovation."  Cjenerally  all  mo- 
dern innovations  are  modern  improvements ;  and  in  that 
light,  and  in  that  light  only,  the  propofed  alteration  ap- 
pears an  innoyation.  Was  not  the  Reformation  an  innova- 
tion? Ig  not  the  prefent  general  fpirit  of  toleration  through 
•  £fl^rope  an  innovation  upon  the  bigotry  and  intolerance  of 
Popery  ?  Was  not  the  late  confolidation  of  the  Cuftoms  and 
Excife  an  innovation  ?  Was  not  the  application  of  a  million 
.furplus  of  the  national  revenue  to  the  gradual  liquidation  of 
our  public  debt,  a  very  extraordinary  and  a  very  unexpected 
innovation  ?  And,  to  defcend  to  fmaller  matters,  was  not  the 
firft  introduflion  of  forks  which  took  place  in  Tames  the 
Firft's  time  an  innovation  upon  the  praftice  of  our  an- 
ceftors,  who,  till  that  period,  made  ufe  of  their  fingers  on- 
ly at  meals  ?  **  That  it  would  be  a  bad  precedent."  We  are 
pot,  in  tbefe  enlightened  days,  to  rurpmage  over  old  books 
and  mufty  rolls  and  records  for  precedents  to  do  that  which 
fliall  appear  to  us  to  be  beneficial  to  the  Public,  when  fuch 
is  our  objedl,  and  within  our  attainment;  if  we  cannot  find  a 
precedent,  let  us  ipake  one  which  our  cotemporaries  will  ap- 
prove, 
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prove  ;  our  fucceflbrs  will  be  obliged  to  us,  and  will  adopt 
ours  if  they  like  it;  if  not,  they  will  make  one  for  thcm- 
felves,  and  for  thole  who  fliall  follow  them,  **  That  it  was 
"  unconftitutJonal ;"  which  is  merely  faying,  that  the  name 
of  farmer  of  the  revenue  is  unconftitutional..  How  is  itun- 
conftitutional  ?  In  what  is  it  oppreflive  ?  Can  it  he  oppreffivc 
to  continue,  as  has  been  hitherto  done,  to  colleft  the  whole 
of  the  tax  from  the  Public.  The  tax  itfelf  is  exaftly  afcer- 
tained — the  bill  gives  no  new  powers— rit  lays  no  new  tax 
upon  the  fubjedl — it  merely  alters  the  mode  of  colleflion  of* 
what  the  Public  already  pays — it  will  prevent  thofe  abufes 
which  the  prefent  ColJediors,  in  confequence  of  an  under- 
Handing  and  connivance  with  each  other,  may  rob  and  de- 
fraud the  Public  of  for  their  own  emolument — it  will  have  the 
firft  and  beft  quality  of  a  tax  under  the  prefent  adl ;  that  of 
taking  as  little  as  poffible  more  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
Public,  and  then  it  returns  into  the  treafury  of  the  State. 
In  regard  to  its  being- a  precedent,  we  have  been  informed| 
with  much  truth,  that  there  are  very  few  branches  of  Bri- 
tifh  revenue  to  which  farming  is  at  all  applicable.  So  much 
the  worfe;  for,,  if  this  mode  proved  (alutary,  commodious^ 
and  produdtive,  it  were  natural  to  wifh  to  apply  it  wherever 
it  could  be  applied  advantageoufly  for  the  Public;  however, 
that  not  being  the  cafe,  there  is  little  ground  for  the  prefent 
alarm  upon  the  fcore  of  precedent.  "  That  this  mode  of 
*^  collediion  would  be  oppreflive,"  where  the  tax  is  exaSly 
afcertained,  and  mull  be  paid;  and  where  the  laws  admit  of 
no  difcretionary  powers,  fo  as  to  make  the  farmer  his  own 
judge,  there  can  be  no  opj)reflion — he  collefts  it  in  mode  and 
quantity  juft  as  it  is  coUefted  at  prefent,  and  can  coUeft'it 
lib  other  way.  In  defpotic  countries,  the  fubjedl  is  left  to 
the  mercy  of  the  farmers  of  the  revenue,  th^  TiecefHties  or 
extravagance  of  the  Prince  oblige  him  to  prefs  and  anticipate 
upon  the  farmers  of  this  revenue,  who  make  him  advances  of 
money  upon  exprefs  condition  that  he  abandons  to  them  all 
power  and  authority  for  t^he  enforcing  and  colledling  the  re- 
venue in  fuch  manner  as  fliall  feem  moft  for  their  own  emo- 
lument, and  of  courfe  the  moft  oppreflive  to  his  fubjeSs. 
Was  there  any  fimilitude  difcoverable  between  the  two  cafes? 
Surely  none  the  moft  diftant :  *'  that  it  would  increafe  the 
**  power  of  the  Crown."  A  curious  argument !  A  few  far- 
mers of  the  poft  tax,  who  bid  at  public  auftion,  under  fan- 
guine  hopes  of  benefit,  incited,  perhaps,  by  envy  and  com- 
petition for  a  fituation  which  they  may  not  hold  beyond  a 
Ihort  limited  term,  and  by  which  fome  of  them  may  poffi- 
bly  find  themfelves  lofers,  will  augment  the  power  of  the 
Crown  !  This  objeftion  will  endure  the  teft  which  might  be 
applied  to  it*  The  Romans,  'wYvo  lofe  lo  tlie  utmoft  heightbs 
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0/  civil  and  military  eminence,  adopted  wliatever  they  found 
preferable  to  their  owii^  in  manners  and  cuiloms,  in  the 
arts  of  war  and  of  peace,  amongft  tlie  nations  with  wliom 
they  had  any  kind  of  intercourle.  This,  faysMontefquieu, 
was  one  of  the  chief  caufes  of  their  power  and  profperity. 
Great  Britain  has  adopted  from  tlie  French  and  Germans, 
and  other  Monarchical  powers,  not  only  every  thing  ihe 
knows  of  the  art  of  war,  but  even  the  very  terms  of  forti- 
fication, and  of  the  military  fcience  which  we  ufe,  and 
which  cannot  be  othcrwife  exprefled  by  our  own  language 
than  in  thofe  terms  that  are  foreign  to  us.  We  have  alio 
had  the  wifdom  to  adopt  and  to  make  our  own,  though  in- 
disputably the  firft  marine  power  in  the  world,  many  naval 
improvements  from  the  fliips  we  have  captured  from  France. 
And  our  conftitution,  the  very  beft  of  which  the  human 
imagination  could  ever  form  an  idea,  is  a  mere  feleclion 
from  the  different  forms  of  government  known  to  mankind, 
from  all  which  we  have  adopted  what  was  good,  and  rejeft- 
ed  what  was  bad.  Why  not  then  continue  to'  adopt  what- 
ever other  nations  excel  in,  and  leave  their  abules  to  them- 
felves. 

Sir  Gregory  Page  Turner  lamented  the  necefllty  that  impel-  sir  G 
led  him  for  a  fecond  time  to  differ  from  his  right  honourable  I'jgc 
friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  of  the  good  inten- 
tion of  whofe  meafures  in  general  no  man,  he  faid,  could  be 
more  thoroughly  perfuaded  than  himfelf ;  but  the  propofed 
plan  of  farming  the  poft-horfe  tax  appeared  to  him  to  be 
highly  objedlionable,  as  well  on  account  of  the  unconftitu- 
tional  tendency  of  the  precedent,  as  for  otiier  fubftantial 
reafons.  Sir  CJregory  pointed  out  the  claufe  allowing  the 
farmers  of  the  tax  to  vote  at  eleftioqs  for  members  to  ferve 
in  Parliament,  as  a  claufe  peculiarly  improper,  and  ftatcd 
why  he  entertained  fuch  an  opinion. 

The  Houfe  divided.  Ayes,  116;  Noes,  56. 

After  the  bill  had  been  read,  Mr.  Jollifte  brought  up  his 
claufe,  which  was  rejedlcd. 

Mr.  Powys  then  ftated  fome  objeftions  to  the  claufe,  war-  Mr.  I 
ranting  the  Attorney  General  to  commence  fuits  againft  par- 
ties informed  againft  on  the  ground  of  their  having  a6led 
fraudulently,  and  exprefled  his  fears,  left  that  power  might 
^eabufed,  and  exerci  fed  vexation  fly  and  oppreffively. 

^he  Solicitor  General' truAed  that  he  could  convince  the  The  S< 
lonourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Powys)  that  his  fears  were  whol-  ^^^  ^* 
ly  groundlefs,  and  that,  as  in  general,  it  would,  from  the 
hultiplied  periods  of  the  innkeepers'  payment  of  what  they 
:olle£ted  of  the  duty,  be  fcarcely  pofllble  for  them  to  have 
ihy  fum  of  the  Public's  money  to  a  larger  amount  than  thirty 
wunds  in  their  hands  at  a  time,  it   was  not  in  the  leaifc 

likelv 


\6  l^ARLIAMENtARY  A.  1787^ 

likely  that  any  Attorney  General  fhould,  even  if  they  felt 
an  inclination  to  harrafs  the  innkeepers  with  vexations  pro* 
fecutions,  have  an  opportunity  of  indulging  it. 
r.Powys.      Mr.  Powys  was  fatisfied,  and  did  not  prefs  his  propofedaI« 
terations. 

The  bill  then  pafled. 
The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Mmday^  i4.th  Mdy. 

ipt.  Mac-  Giptain  Mach'ride  fignified  his  intention  of  deferring  hii 
***^'  motion  relative  to  ieamen,  on  account  of  the  very  great  im- 
portance of  the  objcdt,  which  rendered  it  imprbper  lobe 
brought  on  at  fo  very  advanced  a  period  of  the  feffion,  and 
the  more  efpecially  confidering  that  the  papers  for  which  he 
had  moved,  had  not  been  all  of  them  delivered  until  the  prci 
ceding  Friday. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  moved  and  read,  for  tte 
Houfe  to  take  into  their  farther  confideration  the  refolutioni 
of  the  Committee  on  Indian  affairs, 
Huflcy.  Mr«  Hf^Jfey  ohferved,  that  iie  would  not  have  given  that 
Houfe  any  trouble  upon  the  fubje6l  could  he  have  refifted  his 
wifhes  to  ftate  a  few  obfervations  relative  to  the  amount  of 
the  Bengal  debt,  founded  upon  Earl  Cornwallis*  letter, 
which  (he  thought)  very  plainly  proved,  that  Monday  laft.had 
not  been  that  proud  day  for  this  country  which  the  right  ho* 
nourabic  and  learned  gentleman  had  reprefented  it.  Mr. 
Hufley  declared,  that  he  had  read  Earl  Cornwallis'  letter  with 
great  attention,  and  that  it  gave  a  very  clear  and  fair  account 
of  the  ftate  of  affairs  in  India,  but  that  it  was  obvioufly  writ- 
ten with  great  caution,  to  guard  againft  its  being  confidered 
as  conveying  a  very  favourable  impreffion  of  the  ftate  of  affairs 
in  that  quarter.  Mr.  Huffey  proceeded  to  argue  from  figure! 
as  they  ftood  in  Earl  CornwaUis'  letter,  that  theambiint  of  the 
debt  of  Bengal  was  much  more  than  Mr.  Dundas  had  ftated 
it  to  be.  He  contended,  that  it  was  nine-crores  of  rupees,  or 
nearly  nine  millions  of  money,  excluCve  of  the  fam  which 
Mr.  Dundas  had  fuppofed  was  to  be  deduced  from  it,  on  ac- 
count of  part  of  the  debt  having  been  paid  off  in  the  covrfe  of 
the  paft  year.  After  ftating  the  grounds  on  which  he  formed 
this  opinion,  Mr.  Hufley  afferted  that  he  could  by  no  means 
agree,  that  the  ftatement  of  the  true  fituation  of  affairs  in  In- 
dia made  a  proud  day  for  this  country,  but  very  much  the 
contrary. 
.ir.Dundas  Mr.  Dundas  complimented  Mr.  Huffey  on  having  done 
what  was  his  undoubted  duty  as  a  member  of  Parliamenti 
to  examine  fcrupuloully  every  account  or  ftatement  laid 
before  that  Houle,  and  to  objcdl   whenever  he  thought  he 

faw 


I.t787.  DEBATES.  33 

aw  a  juft  ground  oFobjeSion.  But,  in  his  ideas,  relative  to 
ihedebt  of  Bengal,  he  could  not  (Mr.  Dundas  faid)  help 
hinking  the  honourable  gentleman  miftaken.  Mr.  Dundas 
ben  went  again  over  that  part  of  his  former  argument  which 
^rred  to  the  debt  of  Bengal,  and  maintained  that  he  had 
latedit  fairly,  when  he  had  before  fixed  it  at  confiderably  lefs 
jian  nine  millions. 

Mr.  Ffancis  obferved,  that  hisobjedllon  to  an  article  in  the  Mr.  Franc 
Bengal  eftimate  of  1786-7  was  this:  That  the  charge  of  col- 
bfting  the  land  revenues  ftated  only  Sicca  rupees  39,82,688  : 
wlwreas  he  found  that,  by  the  latl  adual  account  received, 
Damely  that  of  1783-4,  the  fame  charges  were  ftated,  as  in- 
curred, to  be  Sicca  rupees  71,29,094  That  he  was  too  well 
acquainted  witheftimates,  to  place  any  confidence  in  them, 
eTpecially  againft  a£tual  accounts.  That,  therefore,  it  ap- 
pnred  to  him  that  the  eftimate  underrated  the  charge  to  the 
amount  of  the  difierence  between  the  above  two  fums.  l^he 
anfwer  of  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Grenville) 
which  he  had  accompanied  with  many  expreflions  of  his  ad- 
miration of  his  (Mr.  Francis')  ignorance  and  fufpicionsof  his 
Tetacity,  was  to  this  effedt :  That  the  charges  of  colledling  of 
theland  revenue  in  1783-4  included  the  charge  of  colle£ling 
the  government  cuftoms,  and  alfo  all  the  ftipends,  &c.  paya« 
ble  by  the  reftdent  at  the  Durbar,  which  two  articles  are  ftat- 
ed ia  the  eftimate  of  1786-7,  at  Sicca  rupees  22,30,613;  and 
that  if  he  would  add  but  the  four  fums,  of  whicn  the  charge 
under  the  head  of  revenue  department  is  compofed,  he  would 
find  that  they  amounted  to  his  own  fumof7i  lacks,  odd 
thouland  Sicca  rupees.  Now  the  faft  on  which  he  (Mr. 
I'lancis)  received  from  the  three  minifters  who  govern  India, 
the  grofteft  contradi£lion,  was  this,  the  charges  of  colled  ion 
do  not  include  either  the  government  cuftoms  or  the  ftipends, 
nor  ever  did.  To  prove  this,  he  produced  the  eftimates  of 
1784-59  which  contain  a  diftribution  or  particulars  of  the 
it  hole  charges  of  the  revenue  department,  viz. 

1.  Charges  Colleflion-         -  -  S.  R.     71,63,236 

2.  Refident  at  the  Durbar  -  -  20,80,000 
«  3«  Committee  of  Cuftoms         -             •  4,75000 

Total  ^7,18,236 

Whereat  the  three  India  minifters,  by  the  moijth  of  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Grenville)  formally  and  de- 
liberately  afibred  the  Committee,  that  the  two  lau  articles 
were  provided  for  in  the  firft.  The  conclufion  was,  that,  in 
fo  material  an  article  as  750,000!.  charged  for  the  col le£t ion  of 
a  land  tax,  which  hardly  neats  two  millions,  they  did  affirm 
that  this  charge  included  a  fum  of  250,000!.  which  it  did  not 
include* 
VoL.XXIL  Xx  Mr. 


338  PARLIAMENTARY         A.1787. 

Mr.Dundas  Mr.  Dutidas  anfwered,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  noijr 
held  a  different  argument  from  that  which  he  had  maintaindl 
before,  for,  he  had  faid,  on  Monday  fe*nnight,  that  which,  if 
he  had  repeated  it  then,  he  fhould  have  contradi£ted  as  fully 
and  exaflly  in  the  fame  manner  as  before,.  How  was  it  poffi- 
ble  (Mr.  Dundas  aiked)  that  he  ihould  be  miftaken  when  lie 
had  held  in  his  hand  his  own  letter  containing  the  very  ftale- 
ment  to  which  he  had  referred  ?  He  read  an  extra£l  from  that 
letter  to  the  Houfe  to  convince  them  of  the  propriety  of  hij 
former  argument. 

Mr.FrancIs  Mr,  Francis  replied,  that  the  right  honourable  and  learned 
gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  in  eftimating  ihe  future  land  reve- 
nue of  Bengal,  took  it  upon  an  average  of  the  coltedtions  of 
three  years,  viz.  1781-2,  1782  3,  1783-4.  But,  to  this 
,  mode  he  fhould  obje<£t.  becaufe  it  was  unfair  to  go  back  to 
thofe  years,  and  pafs  by  the  two  laft  years,  viz.  1784-5  and 
17856,  in  which  the  colledions  had  fallen  ftiort  of  thofcof 
the  preceding  three.  The  anfwer  was,  that  they  had  no  ac- 
counts of  the  two  laft  years.  Why  not?  What  fort  of  rule 
and  difcipline  was  exercifed  over  the  government  of  Bertgal, 
if  it  became  true  that  the  India  Company,  on  the  7th  of  May, 
1787,  had  no  account  of  the  colleftlon  of  the  revenues  of 
Bengal,  later  than  to  April  1784?  But,  in  fafl:»  there  was  an 
,     account,  though  not  the  regular  one,  yet  fufficicnt  for  the 

firefent  purpofe.    By  this  account,  figned  by  the  auditor  of 
ndian  accounts,   it  appeared   that    the   grofs 
CoUedlions  of  the  year  ending  in  April  1785, 

were  -  -  -  S.  R.     250,42,381 

Ditto  for  15  months  ending  31ft  July  1786  245,42,108 

If,  therefore,  the  fum  be  deduced  for  charges  coUeSion, 
which  they  amounted  to  in  the  preceding  year,  viz.  7i,29«094 
Sicca  rupees,  the  neat  colledions  of  the  two  laft  years  moft 
ftand  thus  : 

One  year  of  twelve  months  to  30th  April  1 785,  1,79,13,287 
One  year  and  three  months  to  the  end  of  July 

1786,  deducing  15  months  charge,         -         1,46,30,741 

Whereas  the  Bengal  eftimate  of  1 786-7  promifes 

a  neat  receipt  of        -         -        -  -  2,14,43,617 

Thus— -Grofs  colleaions,  eftimated  at        S.  R.  2,83,79,420 
Dedu6t;  allowed  for  balances,      •       20,00,000 
Ditto,  charges  colleflion,         -  39,82,688 

Ditto,  Adawlets,        -        -        -      9i54»ii5 

69,36,803 

2,14,43.617 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  recapitulated  what  had  been,  as  he  un-  Mr. 
derllood  them,  the  argument  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  <*^ 
and  the  anl'wer  of  his  right  honourable  friends  on  Monday 
fe'nniglit,  and  conienrled  that,  on  each  of  the  two  points  to 
which  the  honourable  gentleman  had  referred,  he  had  been 
completely  anfwered,  and  told  that  the  expence  of  Durbars, 
courts  of  Adawlet,  aic.  made  a  part  of  the  charges  of  collec- 
tions. 

Mr.  Huffey  read  fome  few  extrafls  from  Earl  Cornwallis'  Mr. 
letter,  by  way  of  illuftrating  his  former  reafoning. 

Lord  Hood  now  rofe,  and  oSferved  that  he  felt  himfclf  Lore 
under  the  neceffity  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Houfc  to  a 
matter  of  perfonal  refledlion,  and  therefore  the  fooner  it  was 
cleared  up  the  better.  He  added  that  an  honourable  gentle- 
man (Mr,Courtenay)had  on  the  preceding  Wednefday,  ufed 
an  exprcffion  in  debate,  which  was  confidered  as  an  insinua- 
tion that  he  had  not  done  his  duty  in  the  adlion  of  the  12th 
of  April  1782.  If  by  faying  that  he  had  been  a  fpedtator  of 
that  a£iton,  the  honouiable  gentleman  aimed  at  any  fuch 
meaning,  he  fhould  be  glad  that  he  would  explain  himfelf, 
becaufe  in  fuch  a  cafe  it  was  not  more  an  inCnuation  againfl 
him  thcfn  againfl  the  noble  Lord  who  commanded  in  chief; 
fince  if  the  fa£t  were,  that  he  had  not  done  his  duty,  the 
noble  Lord  was  bound  to  have  brought  him  to  a  court  mar- 
lial,  and  made  an  example  of  him  on  thefpot. 

Sir  James  Erfkine  rofe,  but  was  interrupted  by  a  member 
(we  believe  Mr.  Grofvenor)  who  fpoke  to  order,  and  faid  that 
be  had  witnefled  fo  many  of  the  difagreeable  difcuffions  to  ' 
which  fuch  fort  of  converfation  led,  that  he  hoped  the  matter 
would  not  be  taken  up  by  any  member  except  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  honourable  gentleman  who  had  made  ufe  of  the 
expreflions  alluded  to. 

Sir  James  Erjk'tne  declared,  that  he  meant  to  fpeak  to  or-  sir 
dcr.     He  then  declared  his  extreme  furprize  at  hearing  his  ^'^ 
honourable  friend  called*  upon  to  give  an  explanation  of  an 
expreflion,  which  he  had  amply  and  completely  explained  the 
very  day  on  which  he  had  made  ufe  of  it. 

Mr.  IVtndham  contended,  that  it  was  diforderly  and  con-  Mr 
trary  to  all  regular  praflice  to  call  upon  an  honourable  gen-  hac 
tieman  to  explain  an  exprefTion  which  he  had  let  fall  in  the 
courfe  of  debate,  four  or  five  days  after  that  debate  had  taken 
place;  but,  in  this  cafe,  it  was  fingularly  wonderful,  becaufe 
his  honourable  friend  had,  direflly,  upon  his  being  called  to 
order,  done  away  the  pofGbility  of  its  being  fuppofed,  that  he 
meant  to  convey  any  infinuation  to  the  prejudice  of  the  noble 
Lord's  charafter,  or  profeffional  reputation,  by  declaring  in 
exprefs  and  unequivocal  terms,  that  he  had  no  fuch  intention, 
as  fome  gentlemen  haftily  imagined  he  entertained,  when  he 

X  X  2  had 
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had  faid  the  noble  Lord  had  been  a  fpeflator  pf  the  celebnted 
adlionon  the  12th  of  y\pril  1782.  Mr.  Windham  confeftd 
that  when  his  honourable  friend  had  Jet  fall  the  exprefficm,  it 
ftruck  his  ear  as  meant  to  convey  an  unpleafant  infinuation, 
and  therefore  he  had  felt  great  pleafu re  in  hearing  his  honour- 
able friend  do  that  of  himfelf  which  he  meant  to  have  advife^l 
him  to  do,  and  difavow  an  intention  of  making  any  infioua- 
tion  whatever  to  the  prejudice  of  the  noble  Lord's  gallant 
condti6t ;  but  (Mr.  Windham  faid)  he  could  give  another 
proof  both  to  the  Houfe  and  to  the  noble  Lord,  that  his  ho- 
nourable friend  had  been  fincere  in  his  difavowal  of  any  fuch 
intention}  and  that  was,  his  honourable  friend's  ex preffion 
of  the  utmoft  anxiety  to  him,  in  private,  on  the  day  of  the 
debate,  that  fuch  a  conftruftibn  fliould  have  been  put  upon 
his  words,  as  he  faw  had  been  entertained  by  the  other 'fide 
of  the  Houfe.   .  . 

le  Spca-  The  Speaker  ftated  the  order  and  ufage  of  proceeding,  whea 
any  improper  or  ofFenfive  words  were  fpoken,  in  the  courfc 
of  debate,  to  be,  for  thofe  words  to  be  immediately  taken 
down,  and  a  proceeding  had  upon  them  before  any  other  bu« 
fmefs  or  queftion  was  debated ;  bur,  that  it  was  irregular  when 
the  woids  had  not  been  complained  of  at  the  time,  to  enter 
into  difcuflion  of  any  expreffion  which  had  fallen  in  the 
courfeof  debate,  three  or  four  days  afterwards, 

'.  Burke.  Mr.  Burke  begged  leave  to  affure  the  Houfe,  that  his  ho- 
nourable friend  (Mr,  Courtenay)  had,  on  the  very  day  of  thfr 
debate,  when  the  expreffion  in  queftion  efcaped  him,  declared 
to  him,  that  it  was  an  accidental  lapfe  of  fpeech,  into  which 
he  had  been  betrayed  by  hurry;  and  that  inftead  of  ^^^tf/or 
of  the  aftion  of  Lord  Rodney,  he  meant  to  have  ufed  the 
word  pariicipator ;  but  that  the  other  word  dropped  from 
him  inadvertently.  Mr.  Eurke  added,  that  no  man  could 
appear  more  hurt  than  his  honourable  friend,  when  he  found 
the  coriftru<5bioi^  which  a  part  of  the  Houfe  had  put  uponity 
and  that  he  exprefled  great  uheafinefs  to  him  on  that  account, 
ifter  he  had  done  fpeaking.  Indeed,'  it  was  impoflible  that 
his  honourable  friend,  whofe  wit  was  not  greater  thism  his 
juftice,  nor  more  proi^inent  than  his  good,  htimane,  and  even 
temper,  could  have  intended  ofFerifively  to  thi^ok  out  any 
thing  injurious  to  the  chara<fter  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  whoie 
exeitions  the  country  flood  fo  highly  indebted,  and  ^;i^hofe 
merit  that  houfe  had  recognized  in  a  manner  the  moil  flat- 
tering to  honeft  pride.  Mr.  Burke  fpoke  of  Lord  Hood's 
behaviour  on  the  12th  of  April,  17^2,  declaring,  that  it  dig- 
nified the  title  which  he  wore:  and  he  repeated  his  aflertiori 
relative  to  Mr.  Cburtenay's  declaration  to  him,  thatheliad 
not  meant  to  throw  out  any  imputation  prejudicial  tp  thp 
noble  Lord's  charadter;  .  *^      .       -     • 

The 
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The  member  Mrho  had  called  Sir  James  Erfkine  to  order, 
rofe  again,  and  faid,  that  if  the  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr. 
Courtenay)  with  whom  he  had  the  pleafure  to  be  acquainted, 
and  whom  he  knew  to  be  a  man  of  honour,  did  not  feel  it  to  be . 
neceflary  to  add  anything  more  upon  the  fubjedb,  he  thought 
that  the  converfation  ought  not  to  continue. 

•   Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  he  fliould  take  care  Mr.  Chat 
not  to  be  diforderly  in  what  he  had  to  fay ;  for,   he  would  ^^^^®'  ^" 
conclude  with  a  motion;    and  that  a  motion  which,  if  the 
honourable  gentleman  who  had  been  the  caule  of  the  prefent 
converfation,  had  any  intention  of  cafting  an  afperfion  on  the 
charaiSlerof  the  noble  Lord,  would  give  him  an  opportunity 
of  doing  it  fairly  and  manfully,  and  not  by  indireft  and  co- 
vert  infmuation.     He  admitted,   that  the  loud  and  general 
indignation  excited  in  ail  parts  of  the  Houfe,  a  few  nights 
before,  at  the  fufpicion  that  an  imputation  had  bc*en  hinted  to 
the  prejudice  of  the  noble  Lord,  who  fo  juilly  flood  in  the 
higheft  rank  of  public  efteem  and  gratitude,  and  againft  whom 
any  imputation  would  be  a  refle£tion  on  that  Houfe,  which 
fa^id  made  him  the  obje£t  of  a  public  vote  of  thanks,  and  on 
his   Majefty  who  had  beilowed  upon  him  a  diftinguiflied 
mark  of  his  favour,  for  his  eminent  and  memorable  fervices, 
tnoft  certainly  drew  from  the  honourable  gentleman  fome 
fort  of  explanation  on  the  fufubjedl.     But  thofe  who  knew 
that  honourable  gentleman,  would  know  that  it  was  no  very 
extraordinary  fuppofition  to  be  entertained,  that  this  expla- 
nation, though  in  terms  it  might  appear  an  apology,   might 
in  hCt  be  meant  rather  as  an  aggravation  than  an  extenua* 
tion  of  the  injury — it  appeared,   however,  from  the  aflert ion 
of, two  friends  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  that  he  himfelf 
had  declared  to  them,  that  he  was  forry  that  he  had  ufcd  the 
expreflion.   Why  not  then  fay  in  public,  what  he  had  already 
declared  in  private?  The  honourable  gentleman  would  have 
an  opportunity,  now,  in  confequence  of  his  motion,  of  faying 
for  once,  whether  he  was  ferious  or  not;  and  if  he  had  nothing 
to  irate  to  fubflantiate  an  infinuation  againft  the  noble  Lord, 
at  Icaft  to  enter-into  a  retraftion  of  that  which  he  was  fup- 
pofed,  and  which  he  had  fuppofed  himfelf  to  have  made. 
Mr.  Pitt,  now,  moved,  that  the  refolutions  of  the  Houfe  of 
the  22d  day  of  May,  1782,  might  be  read. 

The  fame  were  read  accordmgly,  and  are  as  followeth: 
Refolved,  nemine  contradicente^  **  That  the  thanks  of  this 
^*  Houfe  be  given  to  Sir  George  Brydges  Rodney,  Baronet, 
<<  Knight  of  the  Moft  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath,  for 
*<  his  gallant  condudl  in  the  late  ipoft  brilliant  and  decifive 
^*  vidlory  over  the  French  fleet  in  the  Weft  Indies,  by  the 
f  ^  Qeet  under  his  cofmnand*" 

•    '"  '"  Refolved, 
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Refolved,  nemine  (ontradicentey  '^  That  the  thanks  of  this 
"  Houie  be  given  to  Rear  Admiral  Sir  Samuel  Hood,  Rear 
/*  Admiral  Dfake,  Commodore  Affleck,  and  Sir  Charles 
**  Douglas,  and  to  the  feveral  Captains  and  officers  of  the 
**  fleet  under  the  command  of  Sir  George  Brydges  Rodney, 
**  for  their  bravery  and  gallant  condu6l  on  the  faid  moft  glo- 
♦*  rious  occafion ;  and  that  Sir  George  Brydges  Rodney  do 
«*  fignify  the  fame  to  them." 

Ordered,  nemine  contradtcenie*    Mr.  Pitt  next  moved.  That 
the  faid  refolutions  be  printed  in  the  votes  of  this  day. 
tfr.  Fox.         M^'  -^^^  declared,  that  he  had  no  objeftion  to  the  motions, 
but  would  fupport  them ;    having,  on  every  occafion,  not- 
withftanding  any  little  political  differences  of  opinion  which 
might  prevail  between  the  noble  Lord  and  himfelf,  uniformly 
exprefled  his  fincere  fatisfaftion  in  having  been  himfelf  hap- 
pily the  perfon  to  move  the  vote  of  thanks  in  that  Houfe, 
when  he  had  the  honour  to  (land  in  a  particular  fituation. 
Mr.  Fox  laid,  that    he  knew   thofe  thanks  to   have  been 
highly  merited,  and  fo  far  from  feeling  any  obje6lion  to  the 
propofed  motions,  they  would,  in  his  opinion,  do  good,  by 
refreftiing  the  minds  of  all  ranks  of  people  with  the  gallantry 
of  the  officers,  whofe  names  were  inferred  in  the  vote  of 
thanks,  and  the  very  great  obligations  which  the  country 
owed  them.     With  regard  to  his  honourable  friend,  how- 
ever, he  could  not  help  thinking  that  he  had  been  rather 
hardly  called  upon.     For  what  was  the  real  faft  ?    His  ho- 
nourable friend  had  let  fall  an  expreffion  to  which  a  meaning 
had  been  annexed  foreign  from  that  which  his  honoarabfe 
friend  intended  it  to  convey.     The  inftant  his  honourable 
friend  found  the  conftruftion  that  had  been  put  upon  it,  he 
rifts  voluntarily,  and  in  a  manner  that  muft  have  fatisfied 
every  man  who  heard  it,  declared,  that  he  had  not  intended 
to  fugged  or  infmuate  any  thing  derogatory  to  the  repotatioOt 
or  profeffional  condudl  of  the  noble  Lord  in  queftipn;  and 
yet  he  was  called  upon  at  four  days  diftance,  to  explain  his 
meaning  ever  again.     He  might  as  well  be  called  upon  the 
next  day  to  repeat  his  explanation  a  third  time,  the  day  after 
a  fourth,  and  fo  on  to  the  end  of  the  feffion.     Befides  (Mr# 
Fox  obferved)  there  was  fomething  fo  peculiarly  conciliatory 
about  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  he  wifhed  to 
Jcnow,  if  he  himfelf  thought  his  talking  of  retraction,  and  his 
manner  of  animadverting  on  his  honourable  friend's  mode  of 
fpeaking,  was  very  likely  to  incline  his  honourable  friend  to 
rife  more  than  he  felt  inclined  to  rife  before  ? 
Mr  Char-      ^^'  Chancellor  Pitt  declared,  that  he  had  not  meant  to  be 
-r-'^r  Pitt,  conciliatory  in  what  he  faid;  for,  he  looked  upon  it,  that  mo- 
tives of  private  honour  alone  ought  to-be  fufficient  to  induce 
the  honourable  gentleman  to  make  that  apology  pcrfbnally 

'  ^hi(i 
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which  his  friends  had  thought  proper  to  make  for  him,  and 
which,  though  it  was  necdQary  for  his  own  credit  and  repu- 
tation, could  in  reality  affefl  the  noble  Lord  no  more  than 
the  infinuation  which  had  fallen  from  him  either  had  or  could 
iitjure  his  unfuUied  naval  reputation.  He  was  not  a  can* 
didat^  with  the  right  honourable  gentleman  for  the  honour- 
able gentleman'*s  friendfliip,  but  he  left  it  to  the  Houfe  to 
judge  which  a£led  moft  like  a  friend,  he  who  recommended 
to  him  to  make  an  apology,  which  could  do  honour  to  none 
but  himfelf,  or  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  encoura- 
ged him  to  remain  filent,  and  acquiefce  in  the  fufpicion  of 
having  made  an  infinuation,  by  which,  if  he  had  indeed  made 
it,  none  but  himfelf  could  fuffer. 

Mr.  Fox  anfwered,  that  the  right  lionourable  gentleman's  Mr.  Fox 
not  envying  him  the  friendfliip  of  the  honourable  gentleman, 
who  fat  near  him,  could  only  be  owing  to  his  not  having  the 
happinefs  to  know  him,  and  thence  to  have  learnt  the  value 
of  the  friendfhip  of  a  man  of  his  honourable  friend's  integrity 
and  viitues. 

Lord  Huod  obferved,  that  the  fa£l  was,  that  he  had  not  Ld.  Hoc 
heard  the  exprefTion  himfelf,  as  he  happened  to  be  moving 
from  his  feat  when  the  word  was  ufed;  nor  was  it  till  the 
next  day  that  he  knew  the  nature  of  the  fort  of  attack  which 
had  been  made  upon  him.  He  had  then  come  down  mean- 
ing to  call  for  an  explanation,  but  he  found  the  Houfe  en- 
, gaged  in  a  very  important  difcuffion,  that  of  the  queftion  of 
impeachment,  and  as  foon  as  that  was  decided,  gentlemen 
tofe  altogether  and  went  to  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords; 
and  the  next  day,  when  he  came  to  the  Houfe  for  the  fame 
purpofe,  the  honourable  gentleman  was  not  prefent,  but  came 
in  juft  in  time  to  divide  againft  the  poft-horfe  tax  farming 
bill,  and  fat  all  the  time  clofe  to  the  bar,  and  when  the  divi- 
fion  was  over,  he  went  away;  and  that,  therefore,  this  was 
the  firft  day  upon  which  he  had  found  an  opportunity  of  fay- 
ing the  little  he  had  thought  it  due  to  himfelf  to  declare 
apon  the  occafion.  Had  he  known  that  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  declared  that  he  did  not  mean  any  infinuation 
againfl  his  charadler,  he  fhould  have  been  fully  fatisfied ; 
but,  furely  the  Houfe  would  .not  think  that  he  had  been  un- 
neceflarily  fcrupulous,  when  they  confidered,  that  an  ofEcer^s 
charader  was  all  which  he  had  to  carry  him  through  the 
world. 

The  motions  were,  now,  put,  and  carried  nemine  contra* 
dicentt. 

Mr.  Brandling  and  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  each  pre- 
fented  petitions  againft  the  coal*Aiipping  regulation  bill,  and 
Lord  Mulgrave  prefented  one  ir^  favour  of  it. 

I  Mr.  Brand' 
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[r.  Brand-      Mr.  Brandling  then  moved,  '*  That  the  order  for  reading 
"^*  *^  the  bill  a  fecond  time,  the  next  day,  be,  difcharged,*'  in- 

tending to  follow  it  with  a  motion  that  the  bill  be  read  a  fe- 
cond time  on  the  enfuing  Friday  ;  before  which  day  he  faki 
it  would  be  impoffible  for  the  counfel  of  thofe  of  his  confti- 
tuents,  who  had  figned  the  petitions,  to  be  prepared  upon 
the  fubjedl.  %He  trufted,  therefore,  that  fuch  an  appeal  to 
the  juftice  and  candour  of  the  Houfe  would  prove  fuccefsfbL 
^rd  Mul-  Lord  Mulgrave  anfwered,  that  when  a  man  of  the  hononr- 
^^^^*  able  gentleman's  refpedtable  chara6fer  declared  it  would  be 
impoflible  for  the  counfel  of  the  petitioners  to  prepare  them- 
feives  to  oppofe  the  bill  before  Friday,  it  was  not  poffible  to 
refift  the  motion  for  difcharging  the  order,  and  Agreed  that 
the  bill  ihould  be  read  a  fecond  timeon  Friday;  but  ihtn^ 
he  hoped  that  the  honourable  gentleman  would  not  attempt 
any  more  delay,  but  would,  in  a  manly,  candid  manner,  con- 
fen  t,  that  if  they  could  not  prevail  by  argument,  and  pe^ 
fuade  the  Houfe  to  throw  out  the  bill,  the  bill  (hould  go 
immediately  into  the  Committee,  and  proceed  through  the 
other  ftages  of  it  with  all  reafonable  difpatch,  and  not  be  at- 
tempted to  be  gotten  rid  of  by  any  reafoning  on  the  advanced 
period  of  the  ieffion.  Though  the  bill  came  in  as  a  priVate 
bill,  it  was  of  very  great  public  importance,  and  much  <fe- 
pended  upon  its  paiTing  into  a  law  this  fefllon :  no  lefs  than 
whether  fome  hundreds  of  Britifh  feamen  fhould  be  turned 
a  drift,  and  a  great  number  of  coal  fliips  unemployed. 
irMat-  ^  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  reprobated  the  bill,  as  likely  to 
IJj^^^*'*  create  frefli  diflentions  and  animofities  at  Newcaftle,  where 
they  had  lately  prevailed  in  fo  alarming  a  manner,  that  the 
aid  of  the  foldiery  was  found  neceflary  to  preferve  the  peace. 
The  circumflance  of  there  being  counter  and  crofs  petitioni 
figned  by  fuch  refpeftable  men,  as  thofe  whofe  names  were 
fubfcribed  to  each  of  the  petitions,  would  prove  not  only  the 
very  great  importance  of  the  bill,  but  the  fort  of  contentioQ 
which  was  likely  to  arife,  and  the  mifchievous  confequencet 
that  would  in  all  probability  enfue,  if  an  hoftile  bill  woe 
forced  down,  the  throats  of  the  parties  concerned,  by  the 
ftrong  arm  of  power,  and  the  determined  exertions  of  Go- 
vernment. [Upon  Mr.  Pitt's  looking  with  an  air  of  furpriic 
at  this  exprefTion]  Sir  Matthew  faid,  if  he  had  gone  too  fiff 
in  relation  to  the  interference  of  government,  he  would  after- 
wards explain  to  what  he  alluded;  but,  fure  he  was,  thattf 
the  noble  Lord  would  confent  to  print  the  bill  after  the  ffr- 
cond  reading,  and  let  it  go  over  to  the  next  feflion,  an  ami- 
cable bill  might  be  chalked  out,  artd  in  that  cafe  every-  de- 
iirable  effeft  would  follow ;  otherwife  he  faw  no  profpea>ex* 
cqpt  that  of  reviving  animofity  and  diffention. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  whatever  difference  of  Mr. 
opinion  there  might  be  on  the  general  fubjeft  of  the  bill,  yet,  ^^^^^ 
on  the  prefent  queftion  all  parties  feemed  agreed,  and  aflent- 
cd  to  the  propriety  of  deferring  the  fecond  reading  till  the  en- 
fuing  Friday.  For  his  own  part,  he  confefled,  that  he  was 
not  prepared  to  determine  one  way  or  the  other  on  the  me- 
rits of  the  bill;  but  he  was  cei-tainly  of  opinion,  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  pufhed  forward  at  fo  late  a  period  of  the  fef- 
fion,  unlefs  there  was  either  an  adtual  and  immediate  necef- 
fity,  or  unlefs  it  was  evidently  vmobjedlionable.  What/!)^, 
principally,  rofe  for,  was  to  take  notice  of  an  expreflioii 
which  fell  from  the  honourable  baronet,  intimating,  that  it 
was  an  objefb  of  government  to  prefs  the  bill;  but  he  could 
afiure  the  honourable  baronet,  that  it  was  by  no  means  an  ob  - 
je<£l:  of  government,  nor  did  he,  forhh  part,  take  any  intereft 
whatever  in  the  bufinefs,  beyond  that  which  he  fhould  feel 
on  every  other  fubjeS,  wherein  the  intereft  either  of  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  the  country  was  involved. 

"Mr.  Brandling  dec\2ired,  that  the  great  increafe  of  the  coal-  Mr. 
trade,  and  the  lituation  of  it  at  prefent,  did  not  portend  any  ''"S* 
probability  of  a  number  of  feamen  being  turned  a  drift  in  the 
courfe  of  the  enfuing  fummer,  in  cafe  the  prefent  bill  fliould 
not  pafs  until  after  the  commencement  of  a  future  feflion. 

Lord  Midgrave  obferved,  that  the  very  argument  which  LorJ 
the  honourable  gentleman  had  ufed  againft  the  bill's  paffiiig  S""-^^'' 
in  the  prefent  fefSon,  was  an  argument  in  favour  of  its  paf- 
fing  with  as  little  delay  as  poiTible;  and  he  would  explain  his 
meaning  by  a  iGngle  illuftration.  The  fubfcribers  to  the  pe- 
tition, which  he  had  delivered  in  favour  of  the  bill,  were  all 
of  them  men,  who  would  be  contented  with  making  feven  or 
eight  voyages,  to  and  from  London  and  Newcaftle,  in  a  year  ; 
but,  in  confequence  of  the  laws  in  exiftence  not  being  fuffi- 
ciently  efficacious  to  anfwer  their  own  objefts,  a  partiality 
was  fhewn  by  the  coal-owners  to  certain  favourites,  who  were 
thence  enabled  to  make  thirteen  voyages  a  year;  and,  if  that 
practice  continued,  a  great  number  of  the  coal  fliips  muft  be 
obliged  to  quit  the  trade;  and,  confequently,  very  many  fea- 
men mufl  neceffarily  be  turned  out  of  their  employment. 

The  order  for  reading  the  bill  a  fecond  time  was  dilchar- 
ged,  and  a  new  order  made  for  Friday. 

Mr.  Dempjier  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  Mr.  l 
there  had 'been  no  money  voted  in  the  Committee  of  Supply  ^*=»- 
for  the  Commiffioners  for  infpefting  public  accounts,  hut 
only  a  fmall  fum  for  their  fecretary.  He  was  forry  to  find 
that  thi«  was  the  cafe,  as  it  augured  that  a  commiflion  which 
had  fuch  good  effedls  was  likely  to  be  difcontlnued.  If  this, 
however,  were  to  happen,  he  hoped  that  the  commiffion 
Bfould  not  be  diflTolved,  without  making  a  fufficient  com- 
Yox..  XXU.   .  Y  y  penfation 
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penfation  for  their  time  and  trouble,  to  thofe  gentlemen  who 
had  executed  it  with  fo  much  honour  to  themfelv^  and  be^  i 
nefit  to  the  public. 
Mr.  Chan-  The  Chancellor  Mr.  Pitt  anfwered,  that  the  commiffion 
Kjllqr  Pitt,  ^'^s  to  be  difcontinued,  becaufe  the  bufinefs  for  which  it  was 
appointed  was  concluded ;  and  the  reafon  for  not  voting  the 
money  for  the  reward  of  their  great  and  ufeful  fervices  in  the 
fupplies  was,  becaufe,  as  their  duty  was  completed,  it  was 
right,  that  they  fhquld  receive  their  full  remuneration,  and 
not,  as  heretofore,  only  a  part  of  it  on  account.  He,  there- 
fore, intended,  before  the  end  of  the  feffion,  to  move  an  ad- 
drefs  to  His  Majefty  for  that  purpofe. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  read  for  the  Houfe  to 
refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  on  the 
charges  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  the  Speaker  left  the 
chair,  and  Mr  Saint  John  took  his  feat  at  the  table.  . 
Mr.  Bjrkc.  ^^*  ^^^^^  expreffed  his  hopes  that  he  fhould  not  have  oc- 
cafion  to  detain  the  Houfe  long,  as  they  had  at  length  ar* 
rived  to  the  important  period  which  rendered  it  a  matter  of 
common  opinion,  that  wherever  a  charge  upon  the  face  of 
it  wore  the  features  of  criminality,  it  would  be  wifcr  to 
fubmit  it,  when  matured  by  the  Secret  Committee  in  the 
fhape  of  an  article  of  impeachment,  to  the  inveftigation 
and  decifion  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  than  to  fpend  much  of 
the  time  of  that  Committee  in  inquiring  minutely  concem- 
ing  the  particular  fafts  contained  in  it.  He  had  laft  week 
impeached  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  of  high  crimes  and  mif- 
demeanors,  and  that  day  he  had  the  honour  of  delivering  at 
the  bar  of  the  houfe.  of  Lords  the  articles  of  impeachment: 
a  circumftance  which  did  that  Houfe  the  higheft  credit,  and 
^t  the  lame  time  rendered  it  the  lefs  neceffary  for  him  to 
trefpafs  much  upon  the  patience  of  the  Houfe  on  the  pre- 
fent  ei^tremely  long  charge,  as  it  flood  upoH  their  tahlc. 
He  fliould,  however,  merely  ftate  the  principal  points  of  it 
in  2^  fummary  way,  to  fliew  that  it  contained  criminal  mat- 
ters, and  then  move  the  general  queftion  upon  the  whole. 
With  regard  to  feveral  of  thefe  fafts,  Mr.  Haftings  had 
himfelf  faved  him  and  the  Comftiittee  much  time  andtrw- 
ble  by  admitting  them  in  his  defence,  and  particularly  all 
the  charge  contained  relative  to  the  diftrefs  of  the  province 
of  Oude  and  the  confufion  of  the  Nabob  Vizier^s  afl&irs: 
he  fiiould,  therefore,  accufe  the  faid  Warren  Haftings  with 
having  been  the  caufe  of  that  decay,  diftrefs,  and  confc- 
fion ;  he  fhould  ch:^rge  it  upon  the  Britifti  government  of  j 
the  province  exercifed  under  the  direction  of  the  faid  War^ 
Ten  Haftings,  and  prove,  that  it  was  owing  to  a  military 
force  being  eftabliflied  in  the  province  unconne6led  with  tli 
£:overnijient,  and  not  iwVje^  to  tbfi  control  of  the  Nabob, 
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and  to  the  appointment  of  the  Britifli  officers  to  coUeft  the 
revenues:  he  would  charge  the  faid  Warren  Haftings  with 
making  treaties  for  the  profefled  purpofe  of  remedy ir.;^  evils, 
but  by  them  aggravating  the  fame;  with  having  ai*d  em- 
ploying fecret  agents  to  countenict  all  good  meal'ures;  with 
making  contradiflory  charges  againft  the  liritifli  refiJent  at 
Oude;  with  ordering  a  native  colleSor  to  he  murdered; 
with  afterwards  letting  a  large  irritory  to  farm  to  Almas 
All  Khan  for  fix  years;  with  laying  fnares  and  traps  to  de- 
ceive and  enfnare  the  Britifli  refidtnt;  with  pretending  to 
pay  the  Nabob's  debts,  which  were  never  paid,  and  with  an 
infinite  variety  of  other  criminal  fads,  which  Mr.  Burke 
read  from  a  pai)er  on  which  he  had  cxtrafted  the  great  out- 
lines of  the  charge.  After  going  through  the  lift,  Mr. 
Burke  obferved,  that  he  thought  it  necdfary  to  fay  thus 
much  out  of  refpeft  to  rhe  Committee,  and  he  had  avoided 
urging  more  matter  in  order  to  accommodate  himfelf  tothe 
feafon,  the  wiflies  of  gentlemen  on  all  fides,  and  the  pro- 
priety of  the  particular  cafe.  He  now  moved  the  ufual  re- 
ibhition,  *'  that  the  fixteenth  article  contained  matters  of 
^*  charge  of  high  crimes  and  mifdemeanors  againft  Warren 
«  Haftings,  Efq.** 

Major  Scoit  faid,  that  he  did  not  mean  to  divide  the  Com-  Mau 
mittee  upon  the  prefent  charge,  or  to  detain  them  more  than 
four  or  five  minutes;  in  faS,  as  the  friaid  of  Mr.  Haftings, 
he  fhould  rather  wifli  that  the  prefent  charge  went  up  to 
the  Lords,  becaufe  he  was  confcious  that  where  criminality 
was  alledged,  infinite  merit  would  appear;  but  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Britifli  Houfe  of  Commons  he  confidered  it  as 
his  duty  to  tell  gentlemen,  that  he  held  a  letter  in  his  hand 
which  fo  clearly  and  pointedly  explained  the  caufe  of  all 
the  diftrefles  that  had  been  felt  in  Oude,  that  he  fliould 
hold  himfelf  culpable  if  he  did  not  communicate  it  to  them. 
The  letter,  it  was  true,  was  before  the  Houfe,  but  he  be- 
.  lieved  that,  in  common  with  very  many  papers  of  infinite 
importance,  this  letter  had  been  perufed  by  very  few  indeed 
of  thofe  who  had  voted  for  the  impeachment  of  Mr.  Haf- 
tings. The  Major  faid,  he  joined  ilFue  with  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  in  all  he  had  faid  as  to  the  diftrefles  of 
Oude ;  but  he  contended,  that  all  thefe  diftrefles  v.'ere  oc- 
cafioned  by  a  fyftem  which  Mr.  Haftings  had  not  only  op 
pofed  on  its  cftablifliment  in  1775*  but  had  aftually  pro- 
phetically foretold,  as  very  fenfibly  noticed  by  Mr.  Dunda:* 
in  the  Fifth  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee  at  the  time 
the  meafure  was  adopted  by  General  Clavering,  Col.  Mon- 
fbn,  and  Mr.  Francis,  in  oppofition  to  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Haftings, 

Y  y  2  The 
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The  Major  here  read  the  following  extrafts  from  Mr. 
Briftow's  letter,  dated  Lucknow,  January  22,  1777. 

"  The  minifters  have  often  reprefented  to  the  Vizier  hit 
^^  fituation,  but  without  effeft ;  for  though  he  may  have 
**  been  convinced  at  the  time  of  the  neceffity  of  a  reform^ 
*^  yet  his  turn  for  expence  will  render  it  a  moft  difficult 
*^  tafk  to  bring  him  to  abide  by  any  regular  fyftem :  befides 
**  this  reafon,  there  is  a  very  principal  one  arifes  from  the 
*^  oppofition  his  minifters  meet  with  from  Imaum  Bucflc, 
^*  Tipper  Chund,  and  the  favourite  Tellinga  Rajas,  who 
*^  counteract  every  meafure  they  propofe  for  introducing 
^  ^^  good  order  and  ceconomy.  The  charadlers  of  his  Excel- 
"  lency's  favourites  I  explained  to  the  honourable  Board  in 
"  my  letter  of  the  21ft  Auguft  laft,  and  am  ignorant  of 
^^  any  change  having  happened  in  his  fentiments  towards 
"  them. 

"  It  appears  to  be  his  plan  to  entruft  to  the  Tellinga 
•^  Rajas  the  management  of  any  farms  that  may  in  future 
^*  fall  vacant ;  I  dread  the  bad  confequences  that  muft  en- 
*^  fue ;  for  it  needs  little  judgment  to  penetrate  intp  the 
*^  condu6l  of  men  of  low  births,  without  either  education 
^^  or  abilities,'  and  whom  I  may  fafely  declare  totally  unfit 
^^  for  the  charge  of  government :  the  country  already  feels 
**  the  efFe6l:s  of  their  violence,  and  the  Vizief  does  not  re- 
*^  ceive  even  a  temporary  advantage  from  it ;  as  whatever 
*^  they  may  collecEl  from  the  country,  the  payments  to  him 
*'  from  all  the  diftri6ts  fall  infinitely  fhort  of  the  former 
*^  rents. 

**  The  minifters,  whoever  they  be,  will  be  conftantly 
**  perplexed  how  to  a6l  towards  the  favourites,  as  their  in- 
"  fluence  with  the  Vizier  places  them  above  control,  and 
*'  likewife  enables  them  to  obtain  extravagant  allowances 
**  for  the  charges  of  colledlions,  as  well  as  great  deduftions 
"  for  the  failure  of  crops,  deferted  lands,  and  under  various 
*^  pretences  void  of  foundation  :  thefe  men  themfelves,  I  am 
*^  told,  doubt  the  permanency  of  their  fituations;  they  are 
*^  fenfihle  of  the  general  difguft  which  prevails  againft  tnem> 
. "  and  tlint  on  any  change  of  government  they  would  he 
"  tlie  nrft  to  feel  the  eftefts,  and  therefore  are  the  more 
**  earneft  to  acquire  emoluments,  without  regard  to  th^ 
"  means. 

"  In  my  addrefs  of  the  8th  of  Auguft  laft,  I  informed 
*^  the  honourable  Board  of  the  abufes  which  reigned  in  the 
^'  mint,  and  of  the  improbability  of  their  being  reflified, 
*^  owing  to  the  influence  of  the  manager,  one  of  the  prin- 
"  cipal  Tellinga  Rajas.  I  am  forry  to  obferve,  that  abufes 
*^  daily  increafe;  for  at  this  fliort  period  of  time,  from  my 
*'  forwarding  the  honourable  Board  a  table  of  aflays,  the 
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^  coioage  at  fome  of  the  mints  has  been  debafed  near  three 
■'  per  cent.     Such  departments  of  the  government  as  are 

•  not  under  the  management  of  the  favourites  are  negledt- 
"  cd,  and  the  perfons  inverted  with  the  charge  of  them  ex- 
"  pofed  to  the  greateft  difficulties.  Aumils,  vvholb  diftrifts 
"  are  filled  with  refradlory  Zemindars,  and  require  troop* 
**  to  fuhjefl  them,  cannot  obtain  affiftance  in  proper  time, 
"  and  on  this  account  I  liave  known  great  lofles  often  ac- 
"  cruc  in  the  revenue.  Another  great  difficulty  they  la- 
"  hour  under  is,  the  aflignments  granted  on  them  exceeding 
"  tlie  rent  of  the  lands  they  hold  :  to  many  people  of  in- 
"  fluence  who  have  thefe  aifTignments  they  do  not  dare  to 
"  give  a  refufaly  for  fear  of  being  injured  by  tliem,  and 
**  they  are  at  the  fame  time  unable  to  comply  with  their 
"  demands;  fo  that  I  recolledt  many  inftances  of  Aiiinils, 
**  whofe  attention  has  been  more  taken  up  in  making  ex- 
"  cufes  to  Tuncawdars  than  in  the  care  of  their  diihi cts. 
"  Every  Tuncawdar  fends  a  Vakeel,  Hircarras,  and  a  niim- 
"  Iwr  of  people  to  collevft  his  Tuncaw,  and  if  he  has  troop'i 
"  under  his  command,  he  d-^^taclies  a  party  to  exavfl  nav 

"  inent  from  the  Aumil;  very  often  troops,  whom  tin-  Vi- 
**  zier  cannot  pay  at  the  pnifence,  are  fent  to  collect  tiitu' 
"  arrears  from  an  Aumil:  they  frequently  treat  him  in  tVw 
^  moft  ignominious  manner  by  confining  and  depriving;  him 
'^  of  all  fuftenance  until  he  finds  means  to  fatisfy  them.    S(* 

•  confiderable  an  oflRcer  of  government  as  an  Aii::iil,  wmo!'- 
'  charad^er  Ihould  be  held  up  to  the  people  in   the  mi^'.r  :- 

'  fpeSable  light,  to  be  thus  difcjraced,  mult  not  oniv  r.li:  0: 
'  the  Vizier's  authority,  but  his  revenue,  anJ  is  fo  pn^'ud  - 

cial,  that  it  will  be  impoffible  for  the  government  tu  \\i\yAii 
'  long  upon  this  plan. 

**  Another  great  abufe  which  prevails,  is  the  cont^rmp^ 

with  which  the  Vi/.ier's  authority  is  treated :  his  ordfr?; 

are  ill  executed ;  his  Perwannas  difregarded,  even  in  tlu* 
'  neighbouring  diftrifls  to  the  capital,  unlcfs  nccomn-j-Mi  vi 
'  by  fimilar  ones  from  the  perfon  immediately  in  charr^e  or 
'  the  province.  In  fome  diftant  parts  of  the  country  nei- 
'  ther  his  Excellency  nor  his  Aumih  are  much  regardcvl ; 

■  the  Gurrocpore  diftri<5l  particularly  can  haully  be  faid  ir> 

•  be  under  the  Vizier's  government,  as  it  is  held  by  Zemin- 

•  dars  who  pay  little  obedience  to  the  Aumils,  and  difcharf^^e 

■  their  revenues  with  great  irregularity. 

"  On  the  appointment  of  the  minifters  I  informed  the  ho- 

•  nourable  Board  of  the  advice  I  had  given  the  Vi/jer,  and 
the  confidence  I  entertained  of  their  earneft  wilh  to  pro- 
mote the  joint  interefts  of  their  Mailer  and  the  Com- 
pany ;  and  I  have  equal  reafon  to  believe  they  are  zealous 
in  their  duty.     Heyder  Beg  Cawn  has  lliesvn  abilities  fuf- 
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"  ficient  to  difcharge  the  truft  repofed  in  him;  but,  curbed 
**  and  oppofed  on  every  occafion  as  he  has  been,  it  is  inr- 
**  pofBble  to  expeft  he  ftiould  have  been  hitherto  able  to  in- 
'  <*  troduce  a  reform  in  the  government*  I  fhall  dwell  par- 
•*  ticularly  on  this  fubjeft,  becaufe  I  know  his  attachmant 
♦♦  to  the  Company  has  expofed  him  to  the  enmity  of  all  the  • 
•♦  Court ;  but  I  humbly  hope  the  honourable  Board  will  re- 
•*  gard  Hyder  Beg  Cawn  as  a  man  to  whom  their  counte- 
<•  nance  and  protedtion  are  neceffary,  as  well  to  fupport  the 
«  Vizier's  government  as  the  Company's  inf^refts.** 

The  Major  then  concluded  thus:  I  have  read  this  letter 
to  juftify  my  (elf  to  the  Houfe  for  appofing  with  a  negative 
only  fo  nonienfical  a  charge  as  that  now  before  you.     We 
agree  as  to  tlie  dillrefs  of  Oude,  but  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  attributes  that  diftrefs  to  Mr.  Haftings  ;   I,  00 
the  contrary,  who  have  been  in  Oude   myfelf,  who  have 
converfed  with  almoft  every  man  who  has  ferved  in  that 
country,  and  who  have  ftudied  thefubjedV,  know  that  Mr, 
Haftings  foretold  the  mifchievous  confequences  of  the  fyf- 
tem  which  his  colleagues  eftabliftied,  and  that  he  alone  has 
tlie  credit  of  remedying  tbofe  evils  which  they  occafioned : 
Oude  is  a  country  which  has  little  trade  and  no  mines;  yet 
rt  appears  that  fince  the  firft.of  September  1773,  the  Com- 
pany has  received  above  fourteen  millions  fterling  from  the 
Yiziei- ;  of  this  fum  the  Company  has  drawn  from  the  coun- 
try tight  millions  and  a  half  fterling,  and  fince  1773,  fifty-, 
two  gentlemen  who  have  been  employed  in  (Sude,  have  re- 
turned with  fortunes  to  Great  Britanr;  I  fnpJ)ofe  upon  an  ; 
average,  that  they  have  brought  home  twenty-five  thoufand  * 
pounds  each,  fome  may  have  brought  home  tnbre ;  manyi 
to  my  knowledge,  l?ave  returjued  with  much  lefs;  bat  as  I 
do  not  form  my  calculation  at  random,  I  am  fuite  I  am  to- 
lerablv  correft — This  will  make  the  whole  amouiit  of  fpecie 
extracted  from  Oude,  including  the  furtis  fent  to  Calcutta 
for  the  purchafe  of  European  exports,  at  leaft  ten  millioni 
fterling.     Is  there  a  man  of  common  fenfe,  who  ferioufly 
confiders  this  account,  that  can  doubt  a  moment  as  to  the 
caufes  of  the  diftrefs  which  has  been  fuftained  in  Oude?  I 
thf»refore  repeat,  Sir,    that  on  Mr.  Haftings*  account  I  re- 
joice that  a  charge    io  completely  nonfcnfical  has  paflTed; 
but  as  a  member  of  Parliament  I  tell  this  Committee,  that 
they   are  about  to  vote  a  charge  which,  if  they  gave  tbem- 
felves  the  trouble  to  inquire  into,  they  would  find,  isfbfar 
from  having  any  foundation  in  faft,  that  Mr.  Haftings  ii 
entitled  to  infinite  merit  from  refcuing  the  Nabob  Vizier 
from  the  diftrefles  in  which  he  was  involved  by  the  majority 
q(  the  Supreme  Council, 


A,  1787.  DEBATES. 

Mr.  Franch  contended,  that  they  did  not  charge  Mr.  Haf-  Mr.Fr 
tings-'  with  being  the  author  of  the  diftrefs  and  confuGoii 
which  prevailed  in  the  province  of  Oude  previous  to  his 
having  the  dire'£tion  of  its  government,  buX  ^hile  the  di- 
region  of  it  was  completely  in  his  power.  Mr.  Haflings, 
he  declared,  had  truly  faid,  that  Colonel  Monfon  died  on 
the  28th  of  September  1786,  and  from  that  period  only  he 
was  accountable. for  any  a6l  of  the  government  of  Bengal: 
that  was  precifely  the  faft,  and  upon  the  events  which  fol- 
lowed in  Oude  from  that  date  to  the  day  of  Mr.  Haftings* 
quitting  the  government  of  Bengal,  were  they  and  Mr.  Haf- 
tings at  iflue. 

Mr.  Burke  faid  in  reply  to  Major  Scott,  that  whether  the  Mr. 
charge  was  nonfenfical  or  not,  whether  it  was  founded  in 
folly  or  fraught  with  wifdom,  was  not  for  them,  but  for 
the  Houfe  of  Lords  to  determine :  that  tribunal  would, 
doubtlefs,  examine  with  impartiality,  inveftigate  patiently, 
and  decide  wifely  and  juftly.  It  was  his  bufinefs  to  fub* 
ftantxate  fafts  by  evidence,  and  to  prove  all  that  he  fhould 
charge.  With  regard  to  Mr.  Briftow's  letter  he  had  read  it 
attentively,  and  he  relied  a  good  deal  upon  much  of  its 
contents;  with  refpe6t  to  fortunes  made  in  Oude,  unlefs 
the  making  of  thofe  fortunes  (hould  be  found  to  involve  in 
it  fomething  of  criminality,  he  ftiould  not  meddle  with 
them ;  if  it  ihould  be  found  that  it  did,  he  fliould  in  that 
cafe  moft  undoubtedly  interfere ;  and  as  to  fome  perfons 
having  made  great,  and  others  fmall  fortunes,  if  it  (hould 
turn  out  that  any  of  the  perfons  of  the  latter  defcription 
were  highly  criminal,  it  would  be  matter  of  difTatisfaftiori 
to  him  to  know  that  their  conviftion  could  fcarcdy  be  fol- 
lowed with  any  other  punifliment  than  imprifonment. 

Mr.  Dempfler  fupported  Major  Scott's  arguments,  and  dc-  Mr.  r 
clared,  that  Mr.  Haftings  appeared  to  him  to  be  fo  far  from 
being  the  author  of  the  diftrefles  and  confufion  in  Oude, 
that  he  thought  it  unworthy  of  that  Houfe  to  make  it  a 
inatter  of  impeachable  charge  againft  h?m  at  the  bar  of  the 
Houfe  of  Lords. 

At  length  the  queftion  was  put  and  carriM  witliont  a  di- 
yifion. 

The  report  was  made  immediately,  and  the  charge  re- 
ferred to  the  Secret  Committee  to  prepare  it  as  an  article 
gf  impeachment. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayy  i^th  May* 

Sir  Grey  Cooper  faid  that  he  rofe  to  fpeak  a  few  words  in  sir  c 
behalf  of  a  clafs  of  unfortunate  American  loyalifts,  whofc  ^^^P 

hard 
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hard  and  peculiar  cafe,  had  hot  (he  conceived)  engaged  fo 
much  of  the  attention  of  the  Houfeas  it  defervcd  and  requir- 
cd.  Their  petition  was  before  the  Houfe.  He  moved  that 
it  might  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  bill.  The  pc* 
titioners  were  perfons  who,  during  the  late  unhappy  diflen- 
tions  in  America,  and  in  the  times  of  the  grcateft  prefliire 
and  urgency,  furniflied  provifions  and  other  articles  of  fupply 
for  the  armies  and  fleets  of  the  King,  without  any  fpecific 
contraft  or  agreement;  who  let  their  houfes  and  their  baros, 
their  wharfs  and  their  warehoufes  for  the  ufe  and  occupation 
of  thofe  fleets  and  armies  (as  occafions  required)  and  whofc 
property  and  efFefts  were  fei zed  in  the  hour  of  imminent  ne- 
ceffity,  and  deftioyed  by  order  of  the  generals  or  command- 
ing oflicers.  The  payments  for  fuch  fupplies,  and  for  the  ufc  j 
and  occupation  of  fuch  houfes  and  wharfs,  and  the  com  pen* 
JVaion  for  fuch  particular  iofles  and  damages  ought  to  hiTC 
been  made  in  America  by  warrants  from  the  generals  and 
commanding  officers,  and  charged  to  the  accounts  of  the  con- 
tingencies of  the  army.  But,  thefe  demands  had  not  hitherto 
heeri  paid,  either  in  America  or  in  Great  Britain.  Soon  after 
the  clofe  of  the  war,  the  petitioners  ipplied  to  the  Treafury 
for  relief  on  the  fpecial  circumftances  of  their  cafe,  and  it  was 
perfeitly  (Sir  Grey  faid)  within  his  knowledge,  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Board,  in  1783,  that  the  Com miffioners  ap- 
pointed by  the  adl  of  that  fellion  of  Parliament,  fhould  have 
been  empowered  and  required  to  take  the  cafe  of  the  peti- 
tioners into  their  confideration,  to  examine  their  vouchers, 
and  to  liquidate  their  demands  on  the  Public.  But,  by  the 
inaccuracy  of  the  words  in  which  the  claufe  was  drawn,  thit 
gives  the  powers  to  the  Commiffioners,  it  did  not,  it  feensed, 
comprehend  the  cafe  of  this  clafs  of  the  loyalifts.  The  powers 
of  the  Commiffioners  extended  only,  as  the  aft  was  conftruod, 
to  thole  perfons  who  have  fuffered  in  their  rights,  properties, 
:»nd  profeffions,  in  confequence  of  their  loyalty  to  His  Ma- 
jelly.  Sir  Grey  faid,  the  objedl  of  his  motion,  and  of  the 
claufe  which  he  propofed  to  offer  to  the  Committee  to  be  in- 
ferted  in  the  bill,  was  to  remedy  thedefeft  of  the  original  aft. 
He  conjured  the  Houfe,  before  they  reje6ted  his  humble  re- 
i|ueii,  to  paufe,  and  to  confider  the  fituation  and  circum- 
Itance  of  the  unfortunate  perfons  who  appealed  to  their  Jofticc 
for  redrefs.  They  ftood  in  the  front  ranks  of  thofe  loyal  fub- 
je6ts  who  prefer ved  their  allegiance  to  the  King,  and  their 
lidelity  to  this  country,  through  all  the  various  fortunes  of 
tlic  late  unhappy  civil  war;  they  were  men  whom  neither  ex- 
ample, number,  nor  the  fuccefs  of  the  adverfe  party,  could 
ke  in  their  principles,  or  draw  from  their  duty.  For  the 
of"  the  Kino:  :\nd  ^avW^imexM  o^  C^x^;i\  ^T\tain,  they  had 
red  and   kit  beh\v\\\   \.\^tvv\  \;ivvi.<t^  t^^x^^  -wA  '^^^siosi. 
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property  of  irtimenfe  tralue;  many  of  them  had.left  fplendour, 
affluence,  and  dlftin£tion,  moft  of  them  the  comforts  of  inde- 
pendent competence,  arifing  from  trade  or  profeflional  fjtu- 
ations;  they  had  left  a  country^  which,  however  it  might  have 
ufed  them,  they  dill  looked  back  to  with  prediledion  and  re- 
gret. They  brought  little  or  nothing,  with  them  acrofs  the 
Atlantic,  but  the  confcioufnefs  of  the  redlitude  of  their  own 
tondud,  and  a  jull  confidence  in  their  title  to  the  compafiion, 
faccour,  and  prote£lion  of  the  Britifh  Parliament,  and  in  the 
equity  of  their  claim  of  fuch  rehef  and  compenfation  as  the 
country^  for  which  they  have  loft  their  all,  can  afford  to  give 
them*  (Alas!  faid  Sir  Grey,  no  confideration  humbles  the 
country  more  than  the  neceffity  of  that  word  afForol !)  The 
nnfortunate  perfons  whofe  cafe  he  was  recommending  to  the 
attention  and  feelings  of  the  Houfe,  had  fuperadded  to  the 
merit  of  the  cleareft  loyalty  a  demand  on  the  jufticc  of  the 
nation.  Since  they  came  here,  they  had  fufFered  amongft 
other  things  that  which  wounds  the  heart  of  a  gentleman  and 
a  man  of  honour  more  than  any  circumflance  which  accom- 
panies misfortune,  the  pain  of  folicitation;  but  they  were 
iiien,  who,  in  fuflFering  all  things,  had  fufFered  nothing.  Thev 
did  not  complain  even  of  delay,  but  they  ventured,  with  all 
.poflible  humility  and  fubmidion,  to  remind  the  Houfeof  the 
•  fituation  and  condition  of  their  affairs.  They  were  duly 
gratefu]  for  the  temporary  relief  and  fupport  which  many  of 
them  had  received  and  continued  to  receive  from  the  Public, 
and  they  hoped  and  tAfted  that  the  Houfe  would  confider 
and  interpret,  in  a  fivourahle  manner,  the  motives  of  their 
prefent  application,  and  the  anxiety  with  which  they  defired 
that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not  give  his 
consent  to  allow  their  cafe  to  be  inlerted  in  the  bill  m  order 
to  be  referred  to  the  CommiiTioners,  fome  other  mode  of  in- 
quiry might  be  inftituted  by  the  Board  of  Treafury,  before  the 
next  feffionof  parliament,  for  the  examination  of  their  vou- 
chers, and  the  liquidation  of  their  demands. 

When  the  Speaker  was  about  to  put  the  queflion  that  he 
ih^ould  leave  the  chair, 

Mr.  Courtenay  faid  that  he  rofe,  unapplied  to  and  unfohcit-  Mr.Cour 
ed,  to  make  fome  fhort  remarks  upon  what  had  been  the  Tub*  "ay. 
je^  of  a  debate  on  the  preceding  day.  He  rofe  to  do  that 
juftice  to  the  profeffional  charadler  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Hood)  which  he  was  precluded  from  doing,  by  the  acrimo- 
niou«,or  rather  unhandfome,  manner  in  which  he  had  been  fo- 
licited  to  do  fo  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt.J 
However  inclined  he  might  have  been,  the  flyle  and  manner 
of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  made  his  compliance  at 
the  moment  incompatible  with  any  fenfe  of  propriety  or  de- 
corum>  and  iDcon/illent  with  any  fentimeat  of  f^vvlt  or  ho* 
VOL0  XXII  Z  2,  w^>\v% 
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nour.  Mr.  Courtenay  begged  leave  to  hazard  fome  obfenra- 
tions  on  the  peculiarly  perfuafive  fpecies  of  logic  which  the 
right  honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  adopt- 
ed. The  right  honourable  gentleman  thought  proper  rather 
contcmptuoufly  todifclaim  his  friendlhip,  yet  would  fain  in- 
duce him  to  defert  his  friends,  by  rejecting  their  advice,  ami  ' 
complaifantly  adopting  the  right  honourable  gentleman's. 
Mr.  Courtenay  faid  that  however  he  might  lament  the  lofs 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  political  friendfliip,  yet 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  not  alledge  that  he 
had  ever  courted  it;  perhaps,  he  might  juftly  fay,  that,  on 
fome  occafions,  he  had*  rather  ftudioufly  declined  it,  both 
fince  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  Minifter  of  the 
Crown  (as  he  chofe  emphatically  to  ftyle  himfelf)  and  when 
he  made  a  part  of  a  noble  Marquis'  adminiftration — ^It  would 
be  readily  admitted,  that  a  political  friendfhip  with  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  could  alone  be  either  enviable  ordefir- 
able,  as  from  the  fpecimens  he  fo  frequently  gave  of  his 
amiable  temper  and  difpofition  in  the  Houfe — his  private 
friendfhip,  or  any  intimate  fecial  conneftion  with  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  might  be  eafily  difpenfed  with.  How- 
ever, he  had  fome  confolation  for  the  lofs  of  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman's  favour,  by  the  fupport  which  he  had  receif- 
ed  from  fome  honourable  gentlemen  of  the  moft  difttngui/hed 
talents  and  charafler,  whofe  friendfhip  hefhould  always  con- 
fider  as  the  highefl  honour.  San£lioned  by  their  opinioo 
the  preceding  day,  (which  coincided  with  his  own)  he  had 
remained  filent,  and  refifled  the  exhortations  of  the  right 
honourable  gentleman,  who,  with  great  profeffions  of  cor- 
diality, had  advifed  him  to  repeat  an  explanation  which  he 
had  already  made,  and  which  was  therefore  unneceflary;and 
at  the  fame  time  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  with  his 
ufual  felicity  of  expreflicn  and  infidioufnefs  of  intention, 
prevented  him  from  complying  with  a  requefl,  urged  with 
afFedled  candour  and  fludied  plaufibility.  Sandlioned  by  the' 
opinion  of  thofe  friends,  (Mr,  Courtenay  faid)  by  whofe  opi- 
nion he  had  been  diredled  the  preceding  day,  and  at  thtirde- 
fire,  he  rofe  to  do  what  at  his  coming  into  the  Houfe  he  had 
not  the  lead  conception  of  doing — to  repeat  the  explanation 
which  he  had  given  on  the  lafl  Wednefday,  that  he  had  not 
the  leaft  intention  to  throw  any  refledlion  on  the  noble  Lord. 
The  expreflion  was  unintentional,  and  had  dropped  in  the 
hurry  of  debate.  It  would  have  been  abfurd,  ridiculoni, 
and  foolifli,  in  him  to  have  hinted  any  infinuation  againflthe 
charafter  of  the  noble  Lord,  who  flood  defervedly  high  in 
his  profefEon,  in  the  eftimation  of  his  country,  and  who  hid 
received  the  thanks  of  the  reprefentatives  of  the  people  for  hii 
fervices. — One  word  more,  and  he  fhould  then  conclude: 

Th« 
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The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  fnid  that  it  was  hard  to 
know  when  he  was  ferious  or  ironical; — yet,  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  by  the  refentful  and  acrimonious  manner 
in  which  he  had  exprefled  himfelf,  feemed  ftill  to  have  retain- 
ed both  his  memory  and  fenfibility,  corredlly  and  feelingly, 
and  to  have  jbdged  accurately  enough  when  he  had  been  iro- 
nrcal  at  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  expence.  However, 
left  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exclf.quer  fliould  be  at  a  lofs  for 
the  future,  or  fiiould  not  difcriminate  with  his  ufual  judge- 
ment, Mr.  Courtenay  begged  leave  to  aflure  him,  whenever 
he  paid  him  any  compliments  perlbnally  or  politically,  the 
rigirt  honourable  gentleman  might  be  perfuaded,  that  he  was 
ironical. 

Mr.  Grey  rofe  in  purfuance  of  his  notice  to  make  his  pro-  Mr.  Gre 
nifed  motion  relative  to  abufes  in  the  Poft  Office,  and  open- 
ed his  fpeech  by  difavowing  any  perfonal  motive  for  his  con- 
dud,  and  declaring  that   the  higher  coniideration  of  what 
was  the  duty  of  a  member  of  Parliament   impelled  him  to 
come  forward  on  public  principles,  and  itate  theneceflity  of 
an    inquiry  into  certain  abules  in  the  Poft  OflSce,  which 
proved  the  malverfation  of  thofe  who  were  entrufted  with 
the  management  of  that  office.     Having  thus  cleared   his 
way,  he  proceeded  to  mention,  as  the  firft  and  leading  fadt 
on  which  he  grounded  his  application,  (an  application  which, 
he  declared,  he  would  not  have  made,  had  there  appeared  to 
him  to  be  any  other  means  likely  to  be  reforted  to  for  the, 
cure  of  the  abufes  in  queftion,  than  a  parliamentary  inquiry) 
that,  in  the  year  1775,  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Baron,  or 
Barbam,  who  had  been  agent  of  the  Dover  packet,  and  was 
grown  old  and  infirm,  applied  to  the  Poftmafter  General  for 
leave  to  retire,  and  to  be  I'uperannuated.     Leave  was  given, 
and  Mr.  Walcot,  formerly  of  the  Poft  Office  in  Ireland, 
Was  appointed,  upon  condition  of  paying  Mr.  Barham  an 
annuity.     This  was  thus  far  a  fair  tranfaflion  ;  but  at  the 
fame   time  it  was  conditioned  that  350I.  a  year  more  out  of 
the  falary  ihould  be  paid  annually  to  Mr.  Lees  of  the   Poft 
Office  in   Dublin,  to  be  by  him  paid  to  a  perfon  no  other- 
wife   known  than  by   the   letters  A.  B.     This,  Mr.  Grey 
faid,  he  charged  as  a  corrupt  purchafing  of  a  place,  and 
though  he  fully  acquitted  Lord  Carteret  of  any  motive  of 
perfonal  intereft,  or  advantage  to  himfelf,  from  the  tranfac- 
tion,  yet  he  charged  it  as  an  inftance  of  impure  condu6l:  in 
Lord  Uarteret,  as  that  noble  Lord  could  not  but  have  known 
of  it.     In  juftification  of  Lord  Carteret,  in  refpeft  to  his 
having  any  perfonal  intereft  in  the  tranfaftion,  Mr.  Grey 
read  part  of  the  letter  or  memorial  of  Mr.  Lees  to  the  Poft- 
mafters  General,  in  which  he  ftates  that  the  perfon  repre- 
fented  by  the  initials  A.  B.  is  wholly  unknown   to  Lord 

Z  z  2  Carteret; 
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Carteret ;  but  that  the  perfon  it  really  means  it  would  be 
highly  dilhonourable  in  him  to  name.  Mr.  Grey  comment- 
ed on  this  tranfa6lion,  and  then  faid,  that  he  would  barely 
ilate  the  outline  of  one  or  two  other  fads,  fufficient  in  his 
mind  to  warrant  a  parliamentary  inquiry.  He  roentione4 
feveral  circumllances  relative  to  different  packets,  ftating 
that,  in  fome  inftances,  they  were  worn  out,  and  veflelsnot 
above  a  third  of  their  tonnage,  and  with  fcarcely  a  twentieth 
part  of  their  complement  of  hands  on  board  hired  to  do  their 
duty,  but  charged  as  complete  packets  to  Government.  In 
others  again  there  were  fome  packets  which  did  no  duty  for 
ten  months  together,  and  yet  were  charged  as  if  on  full  and 
conftant  duty.  Thefe  were  the  Trevor,  the  Hamden,  the 
Tankerville,  and  the  King  George  packets.  After  men- 
tioning the  above,  and  various  other  abufes,  Mr.  Greypio- 
ceeded  to  extend  his  charge  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, declaring  that  the  Earl  of  Tankerville,  while  in 
oflBce,  had  bufied  himfelf  attentively  upon  endeavouring  to 
correft  the  abufes  in  ^ueftion ;  had  fuggefted  feveral  plans 
for  their  prevention  in  future,  and  had  communicated  t^ofe 
plans  to  tpe  right  honourable  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer; had  received  his  commendation  for  his  zeal  and  atten- 
tion, and  had  been  promifed  his  fupport :  but  as  he  could 
not  prevail  0:1  Lord  Carteret  to  fee  the  abufes  in  the  fame 
light  as  he  did,  nor  take  the  fame  pains  to  cure  and  prevent 
their  continuance,  the  two  noble  Lords  quarrelled,  and  it 
became  impclTible  that  they  ftiould  continue  joint  Poftmafters 
General,  This  being  the  facl,an  ordinary  obferver  would  have 
imagined  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  not 
have  difmiiTcd  the  Pollmafler  General  who  had  fhewn  him- 
felf anxious  for  a  reform,  and  had  taken  pains  to  eSkSt  it: 
but  the  other  Poftmaftcr  General  who  w^as  a  proteflor  or 
the  abufes  in  queftion,  and  the  oppofer  of  the  reform  to  be 
defired.  Inftead  however  of  difmiiling  'Lord  Carteret,  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  difmilTed  his  (Mr.  Grey*$) 
noble  relation  the  Earl  of  Tankerville,  and  that  on  a  fudueni 
and  in  a  manner  the  moft  unexampled  and  extraordinary! 
Mr.  Grey  reafoned  upon  thefe  circumftances,  and  faid,  that 
it  was  clear  there  could  be  no  motive  for  difmiffing  the  Earl 
of  Tankerville,  but  that  noble  Lord's  having  preferred  do- 
ing his  duty  to  every  other  confideration.  He  conceived 
therefore  that  the  right  honourable  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  afled  in  a  manner  deferving  of  cenfure ;  and 
with  a  view  to  eftablifli  that  fa6l,  as  well  as  the  other 
charges,  again  ft  Lord  Carteret,  w^hich  he  had  flated  in  the 
courfe  of  his  fpeech,  he  concluded  with  moving, 
■  "  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  certain 
abufes  in  the  Poft  OEce.^  ■■■'■' 
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Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  rofe,  he  faid,  not  to  detain  the  Hou(e  Mr.  Cha 
long,  and  certainly  not  to  oppofe  the  motion  of  the  honour-  ^*^^**^  ^* 
id)le  gentleman.  A  motion  made  for  an  inquiry  into  abufes 
ftated  to  exift  in  a  flagrant  degree,  and  which  an  honourable 
^ntleman  declared  himfelf  impelled,  by  his  duty  as  a  mem- 
)erof  Parliament,  and  not  by  any  private  or  perfonal  views, 
;o  make,  was  fuch  a  one  as  he  ihould  at  all  times  feel  the 
Irongeft  inclination  to  comply  with,  and  from  which  no- 
ting but  evident  and  palpable  impropriety  could  induce  him 
to  withhold  his  confent.  But  he  expelled  that  if  the  mo- 
tion were  to  pafs,  the  inquiry  intended  to  be  made  might  be 
proceeded  upon  immediately  before  the  end  of  the  feffion, 
and  be  pointed -to  the  proper  obj eft  of  cenfure,  if  cenfure 
were,  upon  inveftigation,  found  to  be  deferved.  The  ho- 
ponrable  gentleman  had  made  heavy  charges  againft  a  noble 
Lord  of  high  chara6ler  and  unfullied  honour,  and  had 
:hought  proper  alfo  to  extend  his  accufation  to  him,  and  it 
rould  be  but  a  bad  method  of  confulting  either  his  own  or 
he  noble  Lord's  reputation,  to  endeavour  to  (hrink  from  an 
aquiry  into  the  true  grounds  and  merits  of  the  accufation. 
fhe^part  which  he  had  taken  in  the  tranfaftion  relative  to 
Vlr^Lees,  was  one  which  he  was  always  ready  to  fubmit  to 
:hc  judgement  of  the  Houfe.  A  memorial  had  been  fent 
From  the  General  Poft  OflBce,  figned  by  the  two  noble  Lords 
who  then  prefided  there,  the  Earl  of  Tankerville  and  Lord 
Carteret,  dating  that  Mr.  Lees  would  probably  fuffer  an 
injury  in  his  employment,  to  a  very  conCderable  amount. 
In  confequence  of  the  feparation  of  the  two  eftablifliments 
af  the  Poft  Office — that  of  England  and  Ireland  from  each 
>ther.  It  alfo  ftated  the  annuity  paid  by  Mr.  Lees  to  Mr. 
rValcot,  and  by  Mr.  Walcot  to  Mr.  Baron ;  and  he,  toge- 
her  with  other  Lords  of  theTreafury,  as  well  in  confideration 
)f  the  aftual  lofs  fuftained  by  Mr.  Lees,  as  from  the  cir- 
:amftance  of  that  gentleman  having  done  the  bufinefs  for  a 
;pnfiderable  time  for  a  fmall  falary,  in  the  profpeft  of  an  in- 
xeafe  in  his  profits  in  future,  did,  upon  inquiry  into  the 
imount  of  the  lofs,  fign  an  order  for  an  addition  of  400I. 
:o  his  falary.  As  to  the  charge  made  by  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman, that  he  was  inclined  to  wink  at  abufes  in  the  Poft 
Office,  or  any  other  public  eftablifhment,  it  was  a  charge 
wholly  unwarranted  by  faft,  and  unfounded  by  any  reafon- 
able  prefumption.  So  far  was  he  from  any  backwardnefs 
For  the  reform  in  abufes  in  that  office,  that  he  had  fuggeft- 
ed  a  meafure  for  the  general  reform  of  all  thofe  very  abufes 
relative  to  ftiipping  and  other  things  which  the  honourable 
gentleman  had  mentioned,  and  that  meafure  formed  a  part  of 
fys  office  reform  bill.  He  then  concluded^  by  |-eading  the 
"  ■=         *  *  refolutipa 
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refolution  which  he  had  moved  about  three  years  ago  on  that 
fubjedt. 
Mr.  Fox,  Mr.  Fox  declared  that  it  was  fomewhat  too  hard  on  bis 
honourable  friend  to  endeavour  to  tie  him  down  to  a  com- 
pletion of  his  report  before  the  end  of  the  fefiion.  It  was 
not  po/Tible  for  any  gentleman  to  anfwer  what  the  fort  of 
evidence  would  be  that  the  Committee  might  fiiid  it  ne- 
ceflary  to  have  before  them.  Poffibly  they  might  be  obli- 
ged to  fend  to  Ireland  for  Mr.  Lees,  and  that  would  una- 
voidably delay  the  effedlual  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
for  fome  days.  All  which  his  honourable  friend  could  un- 
dertake was,  to  proceed  as  far  as  he  could,  with  fuch  evi- 
dence as  fhould  be  found  to  be  within  his  reach;  and  it 
ought  in  candour  to  be  remembered,  that  when  his  honour- 
able friend  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to  make  his  motion, 
he  had  faid,  that  if  it  was  thought  too  late  in  the  feffion,  he 
would  willingly  defer  it  till  the  next  feffion.  With  regard 
to  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  having  figned  his  name 
to  the  Treafury  warrant  in  common  with  other  Lords  of  the 
Treafury  for  400 1.  to  Mr.  Lees,  as  far  as  that  went  on  the 
ground  therein  ftated,  he  had  not  the  fmalleft  fc^upletcfij 
it  was  a  perfeflly  fair  tranfaftion  ;  but  then  had  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  the  350  L  paid  to  Mr.  Lees  for  A.  Bt 
in  his  view  at  the  time,  becaufe  if  he  had,  he  had  not 
merely  figned  an  annuity  of  400  1.  fimply  to  Mr.  Lees,  but 
an  annuity  of  400L  in  addition  to  3 sol.  paid  to  Mr.  Leei 
before,  making  in  the  whole  750 1.  Mr.  Fox  reafoned  upon 
this  as  a  matter  that  warranted  fuppofition,  and,  till  it  was 
explained,  it  was  not  unfair  to  prefume  it  to  be  fo.  With 
lefpeil:  to  the  fudden  difmiffion  of  any  of  the  King's  fcr- 
vants,  his  notions  upon  that  matter  were  rather  high,  as  he 
conceived  it  to  be  the  undoubted  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
to  chufe  its  own  fervants;  but  if  it  were  made  out  upon  the 
propofed  inquiry,  that  the  Earl  of  Tankerville  had  endea- 
voured to  corre£l:  the  abufes  ftated  by  his  honourable  friend, 
and  had  fuggefted  to  the  right  honourable  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  plans  of  correftion  of  thofe  abufes,  and  efpc- 
cially  of  that. of  fuffering  350 1.  of  the  public  money  to  be 
annually  paid  away  in  the  name  of  A.  B.  to  a  perfon  whom 
no  body  knew;  that  circumftance,  coupled  with  the  fud*- 
den  difmiffion  of  the  noble  Earl,  made  it  undoubtedly  a  mat- 
ter deferving  of  cenfure  in  the  Minifter.  But  he  faw  a  rca- 
fon,  Mr.  F'ox  faid,  which  made  it  little  or  no  wonder  that 
the  noble  Earl  was  fuddenly  difmifled,  and  which  convinced 
him  that  his  honourable  friend's  partiality  to  his  noble  rcU- 
tion  made  him  rather  unreafonable ;  for  could  bis  honour- 
able friend  imagine  that  any  merit  in  his  noble  relation 
couJd  /land  a  moment  in  the'  way  of  the  prefent  Chanccl- 
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/or  of  the  dutchy  of  Lancafter,  and  hrft  Lord  of  the  new 
Board  of  Trade,  againft  whofe  intereft  the  difmiflion  of  a 
whole  adminiilration  did  not  weigh  a  feather  ?  Mr.  Fox 
now  recurred  to  the  idea  with  which  he  had  commenced  his 
fpeech>  declaring  that  he  wifhed  to  prefs  it  upon  tlie  Houfe, 
that  his  honourable  friend  did  not  accept  the  engagement 
which  he  had  been  invited  to  enter  into,  viz,  that  of  com- 
pleting  his  Report  before  tlie  end  of  the  feffion. 

Mr.  Chancellor /'i//  anfwered,  that  he  felt  himfelf  under  Mr.  chi 
the  neceffity  of  rifing  again  to  take  notice  of  the  right  *^^''^*''^  ^*' 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox's)  point  about  his  honour- 
able friend  (Mr.  Grey)  not  completing  his  Report,  and  his  , 
other  point  relative  to  the  terms  on  which  the  400 1. 
Treafury  warrant  to  Mr.  Lees  had  been  figned.  With 
ftCpeSt  to  the  latter,  the  only  grounds  upon  which  the 
warrant  had  been  figned  were,  as  the  Treafury  minute  ftated, 
in  order  to  make  up  to  Mr.  Lees,  a  very  worthy  officer  of 
the  Irifli  Poft  Office,  an  annuity  adequate  to  what  he  loft, 
by  the  feparation  of  the  Poft  Offices  of  the  two  iflands  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  With  regard  to  the  honourable 
gentleman's  not  completing  his  Report,  he  muft  continue  to 
tbink,  that  no  honourable  gentleman  was  warranted  in  bring- 
ing forward  matters  of  change  againft  a  noble  Lord  and 
againft  him,  unlefs  they  were  prepared  to  render  an  imme- 
diate inquiry  efFeftual  and  complete  as  to  its  objevS.  Mr, 
Pitt  added  fome  farther  general  reafoning. 

Vifcount  Afaitland  reprehended  the  choice  of  fuch  a  pe-  Vifoount 
riod  of  the  feffion,  to  bring  forward  an  attack  of  that  fort  Maitiand 
on  the  charafter  of  a  noble  Lord,  who  had  ferved  the  Pub- 
lic highly  to  his  own  credit  for  many  years,  and  had  beea 
joint  Poftmafter  with  Vifcount  Barrington,  Lord  Le  De- 
fpenfer,  and  fome  of  the  firft  characters  in  the  country. 
The  fubjedl  of  the  propofed  inquiry  had  been  hawked  about 
the  ftreets  of  London  for  many  months  paft,  and  had  been 
in  almoft  every  body's  mouth.  Why  then  was  it  not 
brought  forward  earlier  in  the  feffion  when  it  might  have 
been  fully  and  completely  gone  through,  and  the  blame,  if 
any  were  due,  have  alighted  upon  its  proper  objeft.  The 
prefent  motion,  upon  the  face  of  it,  feemed  to  arlfe  rather 
from  refentment  than  juftice.  It  looked  as  if  it  were  found- 
ed in  pique,  and  with  a  view  to  keep  the  noble  Lord,  now 
at  the  head  of  the  Poft  Office,  in  a  very  dlfagreeable  predi- 
cament, by  calling  his  charafler  in  queftion,  and  not  allow- 
ing him  an  immediate  opportunity  of  clearing  it  from  all 
imputation. 

Mr.  Sheridan,  defending  Mr.   Grey's  condu£l  from  the  Mr.  She 
conftruAion  which  Vifcount  Maitland  had  put  upon  it,  ob-  *^^"* 
lerredy  that  it  was  poffible  fome  othfer  influence  had  induced 
'  -  the 


j6o  PARLIAMENTARY  A.1787.] 

the  noble  Vifcount  to  ftand  up  fo  warm  an  advocate  for  the  I 
prefent  Poftmafter  General,  than  his  own  convidlion,  that  f 
his  honourable  friend  meant  any  thing  at  all  unfair  in  brings 
ing  forward  his  motion  at  that  advanced  period  of  the  frf- 
fion.  The  faft  Mr.  Sheridan  afferted  to  be  this.  The  Earl 
of  Tankerville  had  himfelf  intended,  as  was  well  known, 
to  take  fome  ftep  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords  relative  to  the  fub- 
jefts  ftated  by  his  honourable  friend  in  his  opening,  nor  was 
it  till  very  lately  that  he  had  been  informed  that  the  only 
efFedtual  and  proper  proceeding  would  be,  to  move  in  that 
Houfe  for  a  Committee  of  inquiry.  -His  hoilourable  friend 
therefore  was  not  at  all  to  blame  for  not  having  brought 
forward  the  fubjedl  fooner,  fince  it  had  not  been  in  his  hands 
till  within  a  few  days.  The  moft  material  part  of  the  pno- 
pofed  inquiry  was  the  charge  againft  a  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  That  matter 
was  certainly  a  ferious  ground  of  inquiry,  becaufe  no  man 
in  that  Houfe  dealt  more  in  profeffions ;  but  he  wiflied  to 
try  the  right  honourable  gentleman  by  hjs  conduft,  and 
not  by  his  profeffions,  or  the  preambles  of  the  bills  which 
he  had  propofed  and  gotten  palled.  The  right  honourable 
gentleman  had  then  turned  to  one  of  thofe  bills,  his  office 
reform  bill,  pafled  more  than  two  years  ago,  and  yet«that 
Houfe  had  heard  nothing  of  the  effefts  of  that  bill  as  to  the 
abufes  in  the  Poft  Office,  to  which  the  right  honourable  gen* 
tlemnn  had  faid  that  it  alluded.  He  had  at  the  time  when 
the  bill  was  in  agitation,  flood  up  to  oppofe  it,  and  pronoun- 
ced that  it  would  prove  inelFeftual,  and  that  the  fame  end 
might  be  better  obtained  by  other  and  Very  different  meanit 
The  motion  of  his  honourable  friend,  and  the  ground  of  ity 
fufficiently  proved  that  affertion,  and  amply  juftified  it. 
/ifcoont  Vifcount  Maitland  obferved,  that  with  regard  to  the  In- 

Maitland.    fluence  to  which  his  honourable  friend  had  alluded,  it  Vai 
rather  a  delicate  point  for  him  to  treat  of;  but  thus  much 
he  would  fay,  that  the  perfon  glanced  at  by  his  honourable 
friend  was  not  only  to  meet  an  inquiry  into  any  late  part  of 
-  his  condudV,  but  would  not  fhrink  from  an  invefligation  of 
the  whole  of  a  iife  of  fifty  years  officially  employed  in  the 
fervice  of  the  Public. 
\fr.  Chan-       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  afferted  that  he  verily  believed  thaA 
xllor  Pitt,   the  honourable  gentleman  who  rofe  laft  but  one,  had  fpoken 
with  his  ufual  fincerity,  when  he  faid,  that  the  charge  againft 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  the  material  part  of 
the  topics  alluded  to  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  and  he 
did  not  at  all  doubt  but   that  when  it  was  confidered  what 
ufe  ingenuity  might  make  of  reports  to  difleminatc  ftoriet 
and  tales  to  his  prejudice,  that  the  opportunity  of  doing  ib 
iKas  the  principal  ground  which  induced  gentlemen  to  BJe  fo 
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anxious  for  the  inquiry.     As  to  the  bill  of  refornf^  to  which 
he  had   referred,  and  the  argument  tliat  nothing  had  been 
done  in  confequence  relative  to  the  Poll  Office,  gentlemen 
would  be  lb  good  as  to  recoiled^  that  the  bill  pointed  alfo  to 
other  reforms  of  more  material   importance,  and  that  the 
Commiffioners  of  Accounts,  from  whoff  abilities  and  exer- 
tions the  country  had  derived  Tuch  very  material  advantages, 
t?ere  themfelves  a  very  confiderable  tinle  before  they  made  a 
Report  upon  that  very  important  objedt  of  their  attention, 
the  balances  in  accountants^  hands ;  but  as  foon  as  they  did 
fo,  roeafures  were  immediately  taken  which  efEtdlually  an- 
fwered  their  end,  and  produced  very  large  fums  for  the  Pub- 
lic*    With  regard  to  the  noble  Earl  having  endeavoured  to 
correft  the  abufes,  and  received  commendation  from  him  for 
lb  doing,  it  was  undoubtedly  true;  but  then  as  to  any  great 
cxpedations  of  either  much  advantage  or  much  difpatch  in 
the  noble  Earl's  plan  of  reform,  he  could  not  fay  that  he 
entertained  very  fanguine  expedations. 

Mn  Sheridan  anfwered,  that  as  the  right  honourable  gen-  Mr.  Sb 
tleman  had   fpoken  three  times,  he  hoped  he  Ihould  be  in-^*"- 
dulged  in  fpeaking  a  fecond  time.     The  right  honourable 
gentleman  had,  it  Teems,  thought  him  ironical  in  faying  that 
the  moft   material  part  of  the  charge  was  that  againft  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — [Mr.  Pitt  faid,  acrofs  the 
table,  Dire6lly  the  reverfe;  in  that  I  admit,  and  believe  you 
to  be  fincere.]     Mr.  Sheridan  refumed  his  ipeech,  and  (aid, 
"  Well,  I  am  glad  the  right  honourable  gentleman  admits 
**  that  I  generally  fpeak  with  fincerity."     [No,  faid  Mr.  Pitt 
again,  not  fo ;  but  in  what  you  have  this  day  faid  againft 
lie.]'    Mr.  Sheridan  again  rallied,  and  went  into  argument 
to  prove,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  dealt  more 
in  profeffions  than  in  afts.    The  right  honourable  gentleman, 
he  obferved,  had  faid   that   the   Commiffioners,   under  the 
office  reform  bill,  had  not  come  to  the  Poft  Office.     Heafk- 
ed  then  to  what  elfe  had  they  turned  their  attention  ?  He  re- 
minded the  right  honourable  gentleman  of  his  eagernefs  to 
triumph  over  a  noble  Lord  (North)  by  his  famous  fpeech 
on  whipcord,  the  kitchens  of  Downing-ftreet  houfe,  and  a 
variety  of  other  trifling  topics,  which,  when  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  had  ftated  as  inftances  of  the  noble  Lord's 
negligence  and  corruption.     He  dwelt  upon  Mr.  Pitt's  for- 
mer argument  about  the  kitchens,  and  afked  how  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  could  reconcile  it  to  himfclf  to  have 
built  the  palace  at  the  corner  of  the  Admiralty,  after  having 
maintained  fuch  an  argument  ?  It  was,  if  not  a  proof  of 
corruption,  at  leaft  a  proof  of   profufion,  and  unneceflTary 
wafte  of  the  public  money,  in  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man.    Again,  if  he  could  not  be  charged  with  a  diredt  cor- 
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rupt  ufe  of  the  influence  of  the  Crown,  he  had  made  as  pru- 
dent and  as  interefted  an  ufe  of  it  as  any  Minifter,  in  lf» 
/  diftribution  of  places  and  emoluments,  and  particularly  in 
bedowi ng  titles  dnd  honours.  Upon  the  whole,  Mr.  bhe- 
ridan  contended,  that  Mr.  Pitt  had  always  proraifed  and  pro- 
fefled  purity,  but  had  a6led  with  as  much  felf-attentioii,  and 
as  much  jiegledl  of-  reform,  as  any  Minifler  whatever.    ' 

Mr.  Clian-  M^.  Chancellor  Pitt  replied,  that  though  it  was  true  that 
.'  he  had  fpoken  three  times,  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
made  it  impoffible  for  him  not  to  rife  a  fourth  time  and  fay 
a  few  words.  The  honourable  gentleman,  as  ufual,  h?d 
grofsly  mifreprefented  fails.  In  the  firft  place,  be  had  not 
made  the  fpeech  he  alluded  to,  while  in  office,  but  when,  on 
the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  from  knowledge  obtained,  when  •- 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  at  the  Treafury,  and  he  had 
Hated  them  to  the  Houfe,  not  as  charges  againft  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  blue  ribband,  but  as  a  proof  of  the  want  of  regjh 
lation  and  check  in  the  particulars  to  which  they  alluded. 
With  regard  to  nothing  having  been  done  by  way  of  reform, 
let  any  man  look  at  the  flate  of  the  country  from  the  time, 
that  he  came  into  office,  and  let  him  look  at  it  then,  and  fee 
if  nothing  had  been  done.  With  refpefl:  to  the  ufe  he  had.- 
made  of  the  influence  of  the  crown  in  advifing  the  appoint- 
ments to  places,  and  the  beftowal  of  titles  and  honours,  ta 
had  done  that  which  He  fliould  ever  do,  advifed  the  crown  fo 
toexercife  the  royal  prerogative  in  both  thofe  inftances^  as 
fhould  bell  contribute  to  give  luftre,  vigour,  and  firmnefsto 
his  Majefty's  government,  and  therefore  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  paid  .him  a  much  greater  compliment  than  he  in- 
tended. 

Mr.  Adam.  Mr.  Jdam  declared,  that  he  thought  the  right  honourable 
gentleman,  Mr.  Pitt,  exceffively  leprehenfible,  for  having, 
introduced  the  name  of  the  noble  Lord  in  the  blue  ribband 
in  his,  prefent  helplefs  ilate,  and  made  him  the  fubjeft  of  ani- 
madverfion  in  his  abfence.  He  began  with  faying,  that  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  was  corre6l  in  ftatingthat  he 
had  been  in  oppofitioji,  and  not  in  office,  when  he  made  the 
charges  relative  to  whipcord,  the  new  kitchen^  in  Downing* 
flreet  Houfe,  &c.  He  would  not  (he.  contended)  have  pre^ 
fumed  to  have  faid  a  fyllable  of  that  nature,  while  the  noMc 
Lord  was  out  of  office,  when  he  thought  he  might  have, been 
able  to  have  prevailed  on  him  to  join  him.  The  noble  Lorl 
had  joined  hhnfelf  to  men  of  the  firft  genius,  ability,  and 
virtue,  and  the  right  honourable  gentjeman  bad  aAed  in  a 
manner  direcSily  oppofite;  he  had  received  thofe  former  de- 
pendents on  the  noble  Lord,  who,  by  their  recent  condudf 
Jiad  proved  how  much  the  noble  Lord's  confidence  had  heeo 
tnifphct^f  and,  with  thdr  2ddj  he  had  be^n  enabled  to  col* 
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left  his  members  of  parliament. — [A  cry  of  Order  !  Order f^ 
Mr.  Adam  faid,  that  he  meant  no  offence  to  the  Houfe,  but 
his*  zeal,  his  affeftion,  his  attachment  to  the  noble  I^ord, 
had  rendered  it  impoffible  for  him  to  exprefs  himfelf  cahnly, 
when  he  heard  him,  in  his  prefent  unfortunate  condition, 
made  the  fubjedl  of  perfonal  animadverfion, 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  declared  that  no  man  could  more  rea-  Mr.  Cha 
dily  forgive  improper  words,  when  dicftated  by  affeflion  and  "^^'  P» 
tendernefs  for  an  abfent  friend,  labouring  under  feverc  indif- 
pofition,  than  himlelf;  and  no  perfon  regretted  the  caufe  of 
Ac  noble' Lord's  abfence  more;  but  he  could  not  help  obferv- 
•ing,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  had  not  loft  his  temper 
merely,  but  his  memory;  for  fo  far  from  having  introduced 
die  noble  Lord's  name  into  the  debate,  an  honourable  gentle- 
iQanoppoftte  to  him  had  forced  it  upon  him  ;  neither  had  tie 
nade,  at  any  time,  the  leaft  charge  againil  the  rtoble  Lord, 
aiagroundofcenfure,  or  with  a  view  to  the  charging  him 
with  corruption  or  criminality,  but  had  merely,  as  he  before- 
remarked,  ftated  certain  proofs  of  the  want  of  regulation  and 
dieck  in  the  higher  offices  of  government  as  arguments  in 
fevour  of  the  necefllty  for  a  reform.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  took  notice  of  the  coalition,  and  faid,  that  the 
perfons  whom  the  noble  Lord  had  joined,  had  not  been 
thought  to  include  all  the  virtue  and  ability  of  the  country 
tintii  after  that  event. 

Mr.  Fox  obferved,  that  his  honourable  friend  did  not  im-  Mr.  Fox 
pute  it  to  the  right  honourablr?  r;entleman  that  he  had  charged 
lis  noble  friend,  who  was  ablent,  with  having  done  any 
thing  which  bore  the  appearance  of  corruption  or  criminality, 
hut  with  having  thrown  out,  as  loofe  infinuations,  what 'he 
ooght  not  to  have  mentioned  at  all,  unlefs  he  had  brought 
ftem  forward  in  the  fhape  of  charges  capable  of  proof  and  re- 
futation. Mr.  Fox  defended  Lord  N'orth  from  the  (hadow  of 
fufpicion,  by  declaring,  fhat  in  his  hotteft  hour  of  oppofition 
^0  the  noble  Lord,  when  minifter,  he  never  dreamt  of  im- 
puting any  thing  like  corrupt  motives  to  him  for  any  part  of 
his  conduft;  nor  had  he  ever  heard  an  individual  hint  at  fuch 
^n  idea.  He  defended  the  coalition  (as  it  was  called)  from 
\Ti  attack  which  Mr.  Pitt  had  made  upon  it  in  his  laft 
Fpeech,  and  faid,  when  that  gentleman  had  flood  up  in  1782, 
srflcr  the  noble  Lord  had  been  driven  from  his  poft,  and  de- 
clared againft  a  retrofpeft  with  a  view  to  punifhment,  it  had 
been  imagined  and  underftood  that  he  wiftied  to  court  the 
noble  Lord  with  a  view  to  a  junftion.  [Mr.  Pitt  faid  acrofs 
the  table,'  "Who  underftood  for"]  Mr.  Fox  replied,  I  did 
for  one,  and  fo  I  have  reafon  to  believe  did  many  others, 
from  the  con  ver  fat  ion  I  then  held  with  them.  Certain  it  was 
(he  added)  that  before  the  coalition  the  right  honourable  gen- 
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tleman  never  exprefled  himfelf  with  that  acrimony,  which  he 
had  fince  ufed  when  fpeaking  of* the  noble  Lord. 
^eUorPk".'  ^^'  Chancellor  P;^/  denied  the  faS,  and  concluded,  that 
'  '  t^e  right  honourable  gentleman  chofe  to  forget  all  which  had 
pafled  previous  to  the  coalition.  He  chofe,  however,  to  dale 
A/i  recolledlion  fron>  his  firft  appearance  in  that  Houfe,  and 
to  appeal  to  all  who  had  witneffed,  whether  he  had  not  uni- 
formly perfifted  in  declaring,  that  he  tho\|ghr  the  noble  Lord 
a  bad  minifter,  and  that  he  never  would  aft  with-him  in  any 
public  fituation  as  a  minifter.  If  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  underftood  that  he  meant  to  court  the  noble 
Lord's  political friendfhip  at  the  time  which  he  had  mention- 
ed, as  he  then  lived  with  him  on  terms  of  friendfhip,  why 
did  he  not  put  the  queftion  to  him  fairly?  The  fa6l  was,  In 
never  had  afforded  colour  for  fuch  a  fentiment  being  enter-  ^ 
tained  by  any  one,  and  had  no  other  motive  for  being  againft 
a  retrofpe£live  inquiry  in  1782,  than  that  he  thought  the 
fituation  of  the  country  made  it  more  wife  to  prels  forward 
with  a  view  to  the  future,  than  to  look  back  to  the  pafl.  A$ 
to  charging  the  noble  Lord  with  having  been  aftuated  by 
motives  of  perfonal  corruption,  he  had  never  fuggefled  or  en- 
tertained fuch  an  idea  any  more  than  the  right  honourable 
gentleman. 
Mr.  Fox.  Mir.  jR?Ar  admitted,  that  he  might  not  have  put  a  queflioa 

^o  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  but   contended  that  he 
had  thought  fo;    and  infifled  upon  it,  that  his  manner  of 
ipentioning  the  noble  Lord  had  been  more  guarded,  and  lefs 
ofFenfive  in  the  interval  between  the  noble  Lord's  going  out, 
and  his  return  to  office,  than  at  any  time  fince. 
^Ir.  Qrey.        Mr.  Grey^  next,  rifing,  direcSted  his  obfervations  chieflyto 
Vifcount  Maitland's  declaration,  that  the  period  of  the  fcf- 
fion  appeared  to  have  been  chbfen  purpofely  with  a  viewtq 
leave  the  inquiry  unfinifhed;  to  Mr.  Pitt's  remarks  of  a  fimi- 
]ar  tendency,   and  to  his  farcafm  upon  the  value  of  a  noble 
Earl's  ^fSflance  in  office.     Mr.  Grey  declared,  that  this  mo- 
tion arofe  from  rio  motives  of  perfonal  pique  Or  refentment  of 
any  fort  whatever;  and  that  l^e  poflefTed  the  materials  for  the 
pharges  in  his  mind  adequate  to  the  end  propofed,  fince  he 
held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of  the  memorial  of  Mr.  Lees,  and 
other  documents  important  to  the  charges.     Before  he  fat 
4own,  he  took  notice  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequct'l 
argument,  which  he  thought  unwarrantable  and  injurious  to 
his  honour,  and  faid,  that  no  man  fhould  clare  to  queftion  thQ 
purity  of  the  principles  on  which  he  afled. 
Mr.Chm-        Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  the  honourable  gen- 
fcliorPitt.   tleman  arrogated  fomewhat  too  much  to  himfelf,  if  he  com 
ceived  that  he  fliould  not  take  the  liberty  of  calling  his  mo- 
lives  in  queftion  as  pftea  as  tiU  corvdudl  vvarranted  fych  a  fnt" 
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dom.  If  the  honourable  gentleman  cliofe  not  to  have  hU 
motives  queftioned,  he  mull:  take  care  that  his  condudt  was 
fuch,  as  not  to  render  it  neceflary. 

Mr.  Grey  replied  to  Mr.  Pitt,  declaring,  that  he  fhould  M 
never  a£fc'in  that  houfe  upon  any  principle  wliich  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  to  be  honourable;  and  while  he  was  coni'cious 
tbat  his  condu6t  was  governed  by  the  unerring  principles  of 
honour,  if  any  perfonchofe  to  impute  diflionourable  prin- 
ciples to  him,  he  bad  thoic  means  in  bis  power,  to  which  it 
would  then  be  proper  to  refort. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  and  Mr,  Sheridan  rofe  together;  but,  K 
the  latter  declaring  that  he  flattered  hinifelf  that  the  Houfe  *^* 
would  wifli  rather,  in  fuch  a  moment,  that  he  fliould  dcrlay 
the  right  honourable  gentleman's  fpeaking  for  a  very  few  fe- 
^onds,  was  heard  firft.  Mr.  Sheridan  then  laid,  that  his  ho- 
nourable friend,  he  faw  clearly,  had  mirtaken  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer's  meaning,  but  his  W'*rds  hiftily  heard, 
might,  at  their  firft  found,  have  made  the  fort  of  imprelfion 
-which  he  perceived  they  had  made  on  his  honourable  friend; 
though  he  was  ready  to  admit  that  this  was  not  their  true 
^leaning. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  rofe  again  and  declared,  that  he  had  N 
pot  before  fpoken  with  heat,  nor  Ihould  ih  xt  be  any  heat  in  ^* 
what  he  was  going  to  fay.  He  then  dehberately  repeated 
'  the  argument  of  his  former  fpeech,  and  added,  that  with  re- 
fpefk  to  any  means  to  which  the  Iionourable  gentleman,  in 
that  cafe,  might  wifh  to  refort,  it  would  be  for  himfelf  to  de- 
termine whether  they  were  proper  or  not. 

Mr.  Steele  remonftrated  againft  (what  he  called)  the  fort  of  ^ 
tone  of  defiance,  which  the  honourable  gentleman  had  af- 
fumed,  and  which  could  not  but  prove  painful  to  every  gen- 
tleman^s  breaft.  Hedeiired  to  afk  the  honourable  gentleman, 
if,  in  his  own  opinion,  he  had  the  means  in  his  power  to 
complete  the  inquiry  for  which  he  had  moved.  If  he  had 
not,  he  would  fay  that  it  was  unworthy  a  member  of  par- 
liament to  have  opened,  at  that  period  of  the  feflion,  a  mat- 
ter involving  a  charge  againft  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  poft-ofEce,  and  againft  his  right  honourable  friend,  and 
leaving  them  both  in  lufpence  before  the  public. 

Sir  James  Juhnjlwe  declared,  that  he  would  fufpeft  wliom  *5 
he  pleafed.     He  would  fufpe£t  the  Speaker;  he  would  fufpeft  J 
my  Lords  the  Bifhops;  he  would  fufpedl  every  man  in  that 
Houfe ;  he  was  fent  there  to  fufpeft  them  all,  and  he  dared 
to  do  his  duty,  and  to  declare  that  he  would  do  it. 

Mr.  Grey  declared,  that  he  meant  not  to  alFume  a  tone  of* 
defiance,  nor  was  he  confcious  that  he  had  afTumed  it.     As 
to  the  queftion  which  the  honourable  gentleman  haJ  put  to 
him^  be  had;  \xihis  mind;  proof  fulficient  of  the  fa£ls  which 
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Fie  had  flated,  if  Mr.  Lees'  memorial  to  the  Poflmafters  Ge- 
neral was  admifTible  as  evidence. 

I^x.  length  the  .Speaker  put  thequeftion,  and  it  was  carried. 

The  Committee  was  nominated,  and  in  veiled  with  the 
mfual  powers  of  calling  for  perfons  and  papers. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

fVednefdaji  i^th  May. 

\  E^cmf-      Mr.  Dempjier  begged  kave  to  ohierve  (while  tlie  Houfe 
^'  were  in  a  Committee  on  the  Scotch  thread  bill)  that  he  meant 

not  to  oppofe  giving  a  bounty  for  one  year  only,  inliead  of 
feven  years,  as  had  formerly  been  the  regular  prad\ice.  He 
knew  the  reafon  was,  th^t  fome  alterations  of  the  duties  on 
foreign  linens  were  in  contemplation.  He  rofe  merely  to  en- 
ter his  proteft  againft  any  redudion  of  the  duties  on  foreign 
linens,  as  prejudicial  to  his  conftitucnts,  declaririg  that  under 
the  bounties,  Scotland  had  rifen  to  a  flouriihing  ftate. 
•.  Ali.  Mr.  Alderman  Le  Mefurler  rofe  to  preface  a  motion  for 
Mci'tt-  referring  the  petition  ot  the  city  of  London  againft  regrating 
to  a  Committee,  with  a  few  arguments,  but  the  Speaker 
calling  for  the  motion,  the  Alderman  handed  it  to  the  chair, 
wnapprized,  perhaps,  that  by  fuffering  it  to  be  read  in  forin 
from  the  chair,  be  loft  the  opportunity  of  fpeaking  firft  in 
the  debate. 

There  being  a  paufe  before  any  perfon  rofe,  the  Speaker 
aiked,  **  who  feconded  the  motion?'* 

On  which  Alderman  Nevynham  feconded  it. 
Teiman  Alderman  1'ovj*ifend  declared  it,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  a  ma- 
MTftfcna.  ^JQj^  founded  neither  in  neceflity  nor  wifdom,  nor  fit  for  the- 
Houfe  to  countenance.  There  was,  and  had  been  plenty  of 
cattle  at  Smithfield  all  the  winter,  and  as  the  feafon  advanc-  ' 
ed,  the  price  of  butchers  meat  would  undoubtedly  be  cheaper. 
He  reminded  the  Houfe  that  the  laws  againft  foreftallers  and 
regrators  had  long  fi nee  been  repealed  on  the  recommendation 
cf  the  prefent  Chief  Juftice  of  the  court  of  King*s  bench,  and 
afke^,  if  tlie  Houfe  would,  upon  the  fuggeftion  of  a  cocn- 
miitee  of  common  council  men  go  back  and  revive  w^hat  the 
iJeHl)efative  wifdom  of  the  Legiflature  had  upon  experience  de- 
termined fliouW  no  longer  exift  ?  There  were  fome  vexatious 
fuits  (he  underftoodj  now  going  on  upon  fome  obfelete  fta* 
lutes,  and  if  the  prefent  motion  were  liftencd  to,  and  the  pro- 
pofed  end  of  tt  carried  into  eflFe(3,  vexatious  profecutionf 
wottld  be  niultiplied,  and  the  only  obje6t  obtained  wouM  be^ 
that  a  few  common  council  men  would  be  fed  more  cheaply 
than  at  prefent.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Houfe  would 
itot  fufFer  the  petition-  to  be  referred  to  any  committee,'  but, 
lejeik  the  inotioa  at  oiice*    After  a  few  more  rcafons  againft 

the 


A.  1787.  DEBATES.  ^ 

the  exiflence  of  d^iy  neceffity  for  reviving  the  laws  agamft 
foreftallers  and  regrators,  the  Alderman  moved,  "that  tlie 
**  motion  be  negatived," 

Mr.  Vy  er  oblerved,  that  although  there  had  not  appeared  Me.  Vyn 
to  be  any  perfon  ready  to  fecond  the  motion  of  the  honoura- 
ble Aldek-man,  who  fat  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  he  rofe 
sviihout  hefitation  to  fecond  that  of  the  worthy  Aldcrmaa 
«rho  fpoke  laft,  which  he  thought  the  motion  mofl  proper  to 
^  made. on  fuch  an  occafion.  The  worthy  Magiflrate,  had, 
b  fully  ftated  why  the  landed  intereft  was  not  to  be  wantonly 
acrificed,  to  the  capricious  fpeculatioDS  of  the  common  coun- 
ul  of  London,  that  he  believed  it  would  be  better  for  him 
lot  to  fay  any^lhii)g  farther  on  the  fubjeft.  One  obfervat»on 
)nly  he  would  make,  and  that  was,  that  after  the  r^egi{\^iture, 
iSing  upon  experience,  had  thought  proper  to  lepeal  the  laws 
igainil  toreftallers  and  regrators,  h«  confidered  the  petition 
aqueflion,  and  the  attempt  to  refer  it  to  the  con  liberation  of 
rCommittee,  as  an  affront  to  the  Houfe.  * 

Mr.  B^rke  obfer ved,  that  he  felt  it  difficult  to  refrain  from  Mr.  Buil 
Fmiling,  whilft  he  difcovered  that  the  honourable  Alderman 
md  common  council  of  London  were  fo  extremely  anxious  to 
t>e  well  fed.  He  prefumed  that  the  application  to  revive  the 
laws  agajnft  foreftallers  and  regrators  came  from  the  aldermea 
concerned  in  it,  after  dinner;  for,  their  petition  had  all  the 
marks  of  plenitude  about  it.  It  w\is  (he  obferved)  an  old 
faying,  "  that  Heaven  fent  provifions,  but  that  the  devil  {^\\t 
rooks."  So,  in  this  cafe,  he  conceived,  that  having  fed  hearti- 
jT,  the  aldermen  went  to  quarrel  with  the  cooks;  but  he  ad- 
ifed  them  to  think  better  of  the  matter.  He  begged  them, 
t  all  events,  not  to  be  uneafy ;  for,  if  meat  had  been  a  little 
.ear,  when  the  price  of  feeding  cattle  was  alfo  dear,  it  would 
€  confiderahly  cheaper  day  after  day;  that  there  was  already 
leniy  of  nice  Iamb  at  market,  and  in  confequence  of  the 
;indnefsof  Providence  lately  (howered  down  upon  the  earth, 
he  green  peas  were  coming  in,  and  every  other  article  of 
uxury,  both  of  meat  and  vegetables.  As  the  aldermen  un- 
ioubtedly  wifhed  to  enfure  the  continuance  of  having  their 
lapkins  tu(:ked  under  their  chins,  and  as  he  was  alfodefirous 
hey  fhould  continue  to  make  that  charafleriftic  appearance, 
lefliould  oppofe  the  motion  for  reviving  the  laws  againft  re- 
;rators  and  foreftallers.  While  they  had  plentv  of  provifions, 
le  advifed  them  not  to  want  to  go  to  loggerheads  with  the 
providers;  but,  to  let  them  fatten  as  well  as  themfelves.  In 
he  inftaoce  before  the  Houfe,  they  certainly  a(3:cd  under  a 
nfftake;  but,  the.  errors  even  of  the  city  of  London  were 
efpeflable;  nay  their  very  ignorance  ought  not  to  be  def- 
ifed;  and  indeed  they  were  ignorant  only  as  to  the  manner 
f  .tbcir  being  fed,  ?s  every  body  wejl^knsvv.    As  he  had  beeni 
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umble  inftrnment  of  moving  the  repeal  of  the  laws  agaii 
.lallers  and  regrators,  he  wiihed  to  ftand  Op  and  prevc 
dry  bones  of  thofe  gibbited  laws  from  being  again  cloat 
«rith  flefh,  and  palled  from  their  iperited  fate   into  exi 
.-c;  but  as  he  wifhed  to  treat  the  city  of  London  with  go 
mour,  as  they  were  willing  to  treat  every  bo<ly  who  vifit 
em  with  good  cheer,  he  fhould  hope  that  fo  harfli  a  meafu 
jrejeflion  would  not  be  adopted;  but,  that  he  might  bept 
jittetl  to  move  to  put  off  the  confideration  of  the  motion  t 
he  firft  of  Auguft,  by  which  time  the  aldermen  would  ha 
had  a  fufficient  number  of  delicious  dinners  to  convince  the 
in  their  own  way,  of  the  impropriety  of  their  purpofe, 
well  afs  of  its  being  altogether  unneceffary.     Mr.  Burke  tal 
ed  of  the  commerce  of  provifions,  oppofing  it  to  commer 
properly  fo  called,  and  begged  leave  to  afk  the  worthy  Ald« 
man,  who  had  introduced  the  bufinefs,  whether  he  was  n 
aware  that  a  free  commerce  w'as  that  fpecies   of  commer 
mod  likely  to  flouriih  arid  to  profper?  Let  him,  therefoi 
queftion  himfelf  whether  a  free  commerce  in  provifions  w 
not  likely  to  make  a  plentiful  and  a  cheap  market;  and, 
fbreft^llers  and  regrators  were  in  that  kind  of  com  men 
what  the  fa61or,  the  warehouftman,    and  the  merchant  W( 
in  the  other,  lb  let  them  alone,  and  then  as  great  a  varie 
and  as  large  a  quantity  of  provifions  would  be  brought 
London,  (of  itfelf  an  abfolute  defert  in  that  particular  refpf 
as  of  muflins,  filks,  and  fpices  and  teas  from  the  Eafi 
lumber,  and   ftaves  and   rice  from   the  Weft ;  of  furs, 
timber,  and  hemp,  and  pitch  and  tar,  from  the  North 
ilaves,  and  gold  duft,'nnd  drugs,  and  colours,  from  the  S 
Mr.  Burke  concluded  with  faying,  that  if  the  worthy  > 
man  would  be  fo  good  as  to  withdraw  his  motion,  he 
move  that  the  motion  be  taken  into  confideration  on  tl 
of  Auguft. 
^7^^       Alderman  I'ownfcnd  anfwered,  that  he  would  read? 
"^  ^  '  fent  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

.  Alder.      Mr.  Alderman  Le  Mefurier  obferved,  that  the  good 
vicfuricr  ^-jjI^  which  the  right   honourable  gentleman  had  tr 
fubjcft,  difarmed  his  anger,  otherwife- he  fhould  ha 
warmly  of  the  expreflion  of  an  honourable  gentler 
Vyner)   who  faid  that  the  application  was  an  affr 
Houfe.     The  Alderman  declared    that  he   had, 
underftood  that  any  body  of  fubjeds  enjoyed  an 
right  to  come  to  that  Houfe,  complain  of  their 
and  afk  for  redrefs.     The  petitioners  had  done  no 
as  it  did   not  meet  with  the  concurrence  of  x\ 
would  not  prefs  the  application  at  prefent.      All 
wifhes  tended  was  for  leave  to  have  brought  in 
Jiad  it  printed,  to  Uayc  ki;  it  then  go  over  to  tb 
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when,  afrer  the  country  had  feen  and  uoderftood  it,  the 
Houfe  would  he  better  able  to  dedde  upon  its  true  merits. 
ITie  Aldetmen  of  London  (Mr.  Le  Mefurier  admitted)  were 
fair  game;  but  then,  it  ought  to  he  confidcred  that  they  were 
ft  very  fmall  number*  indeed,  compared  to  their  fellow  citi- 
zens, and  the  inhabitmits  of  the  metropolis.    If  they  fed  upon 
ttie  good  things  of  this  life,  it  was  their  duty  to  take  care  of 
the  millions  connetSled  with  them,  and  to  fee  that  they  had 
providons  as  chtjp  as  their  circumilances  made  it  neceflary. 
With   regard  to  the  commerce  of  trade  in  general,  and  the 
commerce  of  provifions,  the  comparifon  did  not  hold  at  all. 
Any  coat  would  keep  a  man  warm»  but  he  muft  have  fome- 
thing  to  eat,  or  ftarve.     There  were  laws  againft  foreftallers 
and  regrators  yet  unrepealed,  and  he  begged  the  Houfe  to  re- 
colled,  that  they  were  not  paflfed  in  unpopular  reigns,  but  in 
the  reigns  of  Edward  IV.  Henry  V.  William  III.  and  reigns 
'4>f  thoie  comple<9ion$  and  chambers. 

Alderman  Newnham  begged  to  fay  a  few  words,  and  firft  he  Aldcn 
wilhed  to  take  notice  of  the  ohfervation  of  an  honourable  ^'*^° 
gentleman  (Mr.  Vyner)  who  had  remarked  that  no  gentle- 
man feemed  ready  to  fecond  the  motion  before  he  came  down 
to  the  Houfe;  but  he  had  waited  to  hear  the  honourable  ma- 
giftrate's  arguments  before  he  rofe  to  fecond  him,  as  he  un- 
doubtedly expefied  that  he  would  have  ftated  fome  argu- 
ments as  the  grounds  of  his  motion.     His  not  having  flated 
any  was  the  caufe  of  the  delay  which  occafioned  the  paufe^ 
which  gave  rife  to  the  honourable  gentleman's  ohfervation. 
With  regard  to  the  laws  againft  regrators  and  foreftallers,  un^ 
doubtedly  the  repeal  of  them,  generally  coiifidered,  was  a 
wife  meafure;  but,  then  there  were  regulations  neccflarv  of 
a  moderate  nature,  which  (he  conceived)  need  only  to  be  ftat- 
ed to  be  affented  to  univerfally.     Smithfield,  for  inftance, 
was  the  common  market  of  the  metropolis.    Smithfield,  con- 
fcquently,  ought  to  afford  a  true  teft  of  the  plenty  or  fcarcity 
of  the  feafon.    At  prefent,  it  did  not,  by  any  means,  becau/e 
the  cattle  which  were  fent  to  town  by  the  feeders  in  different 
parts  of  the  kingdom,  did  not  come  to  Smithfield,  but  were 
fiopped  in  their  way, bought  up  at  P'inchley  or  Iflington ;  Rum<» 
ibrd  or  Stratford;  Hounflow  or  Hammerlmirh;  Edg^are  or 
Marvbone;   Croydon,    Kingfton,    Bromley,    or    Dartford; 
withnolden  from  Smithfield,  and  an  artificial  fcarcity  creat- 
ed, and  all  the  efledls  of  it  produced,  when  there  was  a  real 
plenty.    What  he  wiflied,  therefore,  was,  that  the  cattle  de- 
figned  originally  for  the  London  markets,  ihould  be  obliged 
to  be  brought  to  Smithfield,  and  there,  fairly  fold      By  fuch 
regulation,  allparties  would  fland  upon  an  equal  footing;  the 
farmer,  the  feeder,  the  drover,  the  falefinan,  the  butcher,  and 
the  public. 
Vol.  XXII.  3B  Sir 
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JirWatkin      Sir  Watktn  Lewes  abferved,  that  notwithftanding  the  ap- 
.ewcs.        parent  impatience  of  the  Houfe,  he  could  not  fuffer  a  motion 
which  related  to  a  matter  of  fo  much  confequence,  to  pafs, 
much  lefs  to  he  negatived  without  troubling  them  with  forae 
neceflary  remarks.     Th6  ohje£t  of  the  motion  was  undoubt- 
edly, of  great  importance,  and  deferved  to  be  treated  in  a 
different  manner.     The  committee  appointed  by  the  corpora- 
tion of  the  city  of  London  had  taken  great  pains  to  inveftigate 
the  caufe  of  the  high  price,  of  proviGons,  and   had  corref- 
ponded  with  the  different  corporations  throughout  the  kiiig- 
dbm,  who  had  concurred  in  their  wifhes  that  fonie  remedy 
might  be  adopted  to  reduce  the  hjgli  price 'of  provifions     the 
public  wefe  too  much  interefted,  and  their  expedlations  that 
the  abufes  ftated  would  have  been  remedied,  too  much  raifed 
to  prevent  theit  feeling  themfelves  hurt  at  the  difappointmentj 
and  particularly,  at  the  manner  iii  which  the  fubjedl  had  been 
treated.  He  had  heard  no  argument.which  carried  any  weight  , 
in  his  mind  againft  the  motion.     Ribaldry  had  been  fublli-^  ' 
tuted  in   its  room,  unworthv  the  dignity  of  that  Houfe,  or 
the  importance  of  the  fuhjeit,  and  he  jfhould  certainly  give 
his  fupport  to  the  motion  for  bringing  in  the  bill,  for  it  was 
not  propofed  to  be  pafled  into  an  adl  of  parliament  this  feffion, 
that  it  might  be  fubmitted  to  the  obfervations  of  thofe  com- 
petent to  give  an  opinion  on  the  fubjecS — he  hoped  that  by  the 
next  feflion,  the  bill  might  be  fo  matured  as  to  deferve  the 
approbation  of  that  Houfe,  *    * 

The  motion  for  referring  the  petition  was  negatived. 
The  Houfe  adjourned.  -    .       > 

TChurfdayy  I'jth Aday^ 

The  report  was  brought  up  from  the  Committee,  in  wWch 
the  charges  refpefting  the  mifdemeanors  comrriitted  iti  Oudcj 
by  Warren  Haftings,  Ef(j.  was  fubftantiated.  After  it  wis 
received  and  read,    •  ' 

Mr.  Burle  moved  that  it  might  pafs  as  another  article  of 
impeachment  againft  Warren  Haftings. 
Major  Scott '  Major  Scott  ohje£led  to  it^  on  the  principle  of  the  charee 
not  being  afuhjeft  in  which  the  condufl:  of  Mr.  Haftings 
could  be  the  leaft  perfonally  concerned.  On  the  contrary; 
he  conceived  that  if  it  palTed,  it  would  prove  the  total  deftrut* 
tion  of  the  whole  government  of  Behgal.  He  faid  that  other 
members  in  the  Houfe  entertained  the  fame  fehtiments,  hut  if 
they  did  nt)t  chufe  to  deliver  them,  he  fhould  not  trouble  the 
Houfcany*  more  upon  the  fuhje£l,  '•   '•  -    -    - 

^ '  The  quertion  was  then  read  and  pafTed. 

Mr.  Burke  immediately  took  it  to'the'  Lords. 
!^*.  Atiam,      Mr,  ^dam  begged  permiflion  to  remind  the  Hodfe,  that  ofl 
•  a  jfbrjner  occafxon,  h^lizid  muuvux^d  aa  intention  of  calling  the 
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attention  of  members  to  the  ftate  of  the  Weft-Florida  Loy- 
alifts. — They  had  fuffered  much,  in  confequence  of  their  at- 
tachment to  this  country. — Their  property  liad  been  ceded  by 
government,  as  a  price  of  peace,  and  they  now  only  wanted 
that  recoqipence  to  which  they  were  juflly  entitled.  He 
therefore  oniy  defigned,  for  the  prelent,  to  repeat  that,  on 
the  morrow,  he  woqld  direft  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to 
the  confideration  of  their  very  unfortunate  condition. 

Meffrs.  John  Miller,  Peter  Swainfon,  Stoddart,  and  ' 

John  Macgillivray,  wifhIng\o  eftablifh  a  feparaie  claim  from 
their  fellow  fufferers  in  Weft  Florida,  and  having  prefented  a 
petition  to  the  Houfe  with  that  view, 

'Mr,  Dempjier  rofe  to  fupport  their  caufe — the  nature  of  Mr.D 
^bich,  in  his  opinion,  particularly  merited  the  attention  of  ^^^' 
that  Houfe,— During  the  fiege  of  Mobille,  Governor  Dun- 
ford  applied  to  the  petitioners  for  fome  negroes,  and  a  certain 
quantity  of  ftores,  to  enable  him  to  defend  the  fortrefs,  pro- 
mifing,  at  the  fame  time,  to  make  them  full  reft itut ion  for 
the  amount. — Soon  afterwards  he  was  obliged  tofurrender  the 
place,  and  confcquently,  every  article  found  in  the  garrifon 
was  either  deftroyed  or  confifcated. 

In  the  year  1782  the  petitioners  returned  to  England,  and 
not  entertaining  the  fmalleft  doubt  of  obtaining  from  theTrea- 
fury  the  payment  of  thofe  articles  which  were  abfolutely  fur- 
ni(hcd  to  Government,  for.  the  exprefs  purpofe  of  defending 
the  garrifon  at  Mobille,  made  application  accordingly.  After 
experiencing  the  ufual  delays  of  office,  for  a  very  confider- 
able  time;  they  were,  at  laft,  referred  to  the  Board  of  Ord- 
nance— there  their  claim  underwent  a  fecond  inveftigation, 
and  was  afterwards  rejedled — witliout  any  rcafon  bemg  af- 
figned  for  the  denial.  The  next  ftep  which  the  petitioners 
thought  it  advifeable  to  adopt,  was  the  commencement  of  a 
profecution  in  the  court  of  King's  Bench,  againft  Governor 
Dunford — but  the  couit  refufed  to  fuftain  any  adlion  againft 
His  Majefty's  commanding  officer,  confulering  the  fituation 
in  which  he  was,  at  the  time  the  ftores  were  fupplied  him  for 
the  defence  of  the  garrifon. 

Having  ftated  thefe  particulars,  Mr.  Dempfter  reafonedon 
(what  he  termed)  the  glaring  injuftice  which  the  petitioners 
nad  evidently  met  with — and,  as  part  of  his  argument,  quot- 
ed fome  paflages  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
fpeech  againft  Mr.  Haftings'  conduft  in  Oude,  relative  to  the 
unwarrantable  feizure  of  the  Begums  property.  The  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  (he  remarked  on  this  occafion)  ad- 
mitted, that  fituations  might  arife  in  which  the  feizure  of  pri- 
vate property  for  the  public  defence  would  prove  warrantable 
—but  under  exprefs  promife  of  recompence.  Mr.  Dempfter 
adverted  to  this  pofition,  as  applying,  in  a  great  degree>  to 
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the  matter  in  queftion;  and  concluded  with  moving,  «*That 
•*  an  humble  addrefs  be  pfefenied  to  Hrs  Majefty,  requiring 
**  that  proper  means  might  be  taken  for  afcertaining  the  jul- 
*'  tice  of  the  faid  claim,  and  aflii ring  His  M.ijefly  that  what- 
**  ever  fums  might  appear  due  to  the  claimants  would  be  in- 
"  eluded  in  the  next  vote  of  aid." 

The  motion  being  read,  and  afterwards  feconded  by  Mr. 
Pultney, 

Pitt.  Mr.  Pitt  begged  leave  to  ftate  to  the  Houfe  the  real  ftate  of 
this  bufinefs.  The  requifition  of  the  petitioners  had  been  flrft 
'  fubmitted  to  tli$  Treafury-— tlie  Treafury,  however,  had  re- 
ferred it  to  the  Board  ot  Ordnance;  but  the  Board  of  Ord- 
nance had  exprefsly  refufed  to  grant  their  demands.  An  ac- 
tion oh  the  cafe  had  been  brought  into  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench,  and,  there,  the  claim  had  been  found  to  be  unquali- 
fied. Here  then  was  a  cafe  which  had  been  fubmitted  to  the 
decifion  of  various  judicatories,  and,  by  each,  found  untenable. 
Was  it  then  proper  for  the  Houfe  to  liften,  ferioiifly,  to  a 
plea  offuch  a  nature,  and  which  had,  in  fo  many  inftances, 
fhared  uniformly  the  fame  fate?  But,  abftradled  from  this 
confideration  altogether,  on  what  principle  of  juftice  could 
the  petitioners  vindicate  their  claim?  It  was  true,  that  this 
property  had  been  given  to  the  commanding  officer  of  Mobilley 
and  applied  by  him  for  the  defence  of  the  garrifon  and  the 
fortrefs — but,  certainly,  that  property  would,  eventually, 
.  have  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  had  it  remained  in 
the  hands  of  its  original  pofleflbrs.;  10  that,  in  faft,  they 
would  have  been  deprived  of  it,  at  all  events.  He,  there- 
fore, could  by  no  means  admit  their  plea,  or  concur  in  the 
motion. 

Dcmp-      Mr.  Dempjler  contended,  that,  in  none  of  the  courts  to 
which  allufion  had  been  rnade,  hadthe/>o/«/  of  jujiicehe&ti . 
decided,  or  even  difcufled.     This,  therefore,  was  a  queftion 
ftill  open  to  inveftigation,  nor  did  he  conceive. that  this  mat- 
ter could  be  any  where  better  decided  than  in  that  Houfe.      ,  > 

Stcdc.  Mr.  Steele  anfwered,  that  he  could  corroborate  the  ftate- 
ment  of  his  right  honouraye  friend,  with  regard  to  thcrpror 
cefs  which  this  bufinefs  had  undergone  at  the  Treafury  and 
Ordnance  Boards.  He  mentioned,  that  no  Jpecific  bargain 
was  made  with  the  Governor  of  Mobille,  for  the  neceflfaries 
which  were  given  to  him — and  that  confequently.it  became 
fomewhat  difficult  to  afcertain  the  real  amount  of  the  claim* 
Mr.  Dunford,  on  his  return  home,  only  gave  into  the  Trea- 
fury a  memorandun^i  offuch  articles  having  befen  received— 
hxsx  forgot  to  fav  that  he  had  made  any  kind  of  agreement  foe 
the  payment  of  them. 

PaJte-       Mr.  Pulteney  obferved,  that  he  could  not  avoid  reprobating 
the  mode  of  reafoning  emplo'jeA  t'^  X.l\e  rv^ht  honourable  gen- 
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deman  (Mr,  Pitt)  and  urged,,  that  if  the  property  of  the  pe- 
titioners was  receiv^  by  the  commanding  officer,  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  garrifon,  government  ought  to  pay  for  it  with- 
out any  refpedt  to  future  confequences. 

Mr.  P/// having  re-ftated  what  he  had  formerly  thrown  Mr.  ?!« 
out,  the  queftion  was  put,  and  Mr.  Dempfter*s  motion  was 
negatived  without  a  divifion. 

The  Houi'e  adjourned. 

Friday,   l%th  May. 

Mr.  irawf/ J  reported  from  the  Committee,  to  whom  it  is  Mr.Fnt 
referred  to  prepare  articles  of  impeachment  againft  Warren 
HaflSngs,  £fq.  late  (iovernor  General  of  Bengal,  that  th« 
Committee  had,  purfuant  to  the  order  of  the  Houfe,  pre- 
pared a  claufe,  faving  liberty  to  tlie  Commons,  to  exhibit 
any  farther  articles  of  impeachment  againft  the  faid  Warren 
HaAings,  Efquire,  that  he  may  be  put  to  anfwer  the  fame; 
and  he  read  the  report  in  liis  place,  and  afterwards  delivered 
tlie  claufe  In  at  the  table,  where  the  fame  was  twice  read,  and 
agreed  to  by  the  Houfe. 

Ordered,  "'That  tlie  faid  claufe  be  ingrofled,  with  the  fe- 
•*  venth  article  of  impeachment  againA  the  liiid  Warren  Haf- 
**  tings,  Efquire.** 

%€  Committet  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  abufes  in  the  Pojl- 
office,  made  the  foi  owinf^  report  : 
The  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  certain  abufes 

in  the  Poft-office,  met,  according  to  the  order  of  the 

Houfe,  and  proceeded  to  examine  the  fame* 
"  A  narrative  tranfmitted  to  the  Poft-office  here,  by  John 
Lees,  Efqf.  Secretary  to  the  Poft-office  in  Ireland,  was  pre- 
cnted  to  your  Committee;  and  your  Committee  finding 
K^atter  therein,  which  appeared  highly  deferving  of  farther 
iive(ligation,  examined  the  Earl  of  1  ankerville,  late  Poft- 
Hafter  Genei-al;  John  Walcot,  Efq.  agent  to  the  Poft-mafter 
ijeneral  at  Dover;  Anthony  Todd,  Efq.  Secretary  to  the 
?oft  office;  and  Pellegrin  Treves,  Efq. 

**  That  it  appeared  to  your  Committee  from  the  evidence 
>f  thefe  perfons,  that  Mr.  Lees,  on  his  receiving  his  appoint- 
ment of  Secretary  to  the  Poft-office  in  Ireland,  entered  into 
I  iisctirity,  to  pay  the  fum  of  350I.  fterling  a  year,  out  of  the 
profits  and  etfioluments  of  the  faid  office,  to  a  perfon  defcrib- 
dd  by.the  faidMr*  Lees,  by  the  letters  A.  B.  and  whofe  real 
name  it  appears  by  a  letter  from  Mr.  Lees  to  Mr.  Todd, 
likewife  laid  before  your  Committee^  Mr.  Lees  confidered 
bimfelf  bound  to  conceal.  That  the  afmual  payment  afore- 
(aid,  was  to  take  place  on  the  death  of  a  Mr.  Barham,  an  an- 
cient and  meritorious  officer  in  the  fervice  of  the  Poft-office ; 


5^4  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1787. 

and  who  had,  as  a  reward  for  his  fervices,  been  permitted  to 
retire,  with  the  enjoyment  ot  the  emoluments  attendant  upon 
the  office  of  agent  to  the  packet  boats  at  Dover.     That  it 
appeared  to  your  Committee,  that  Mr.  Treves  was  the  per-, 
fon  to  whom  the  annual  fum  of  350I.  was  to  be  paid;  and 
that  thefecurity  for  the  payment  thereof,  was  given  by  Mr. 
Lees  and  Mr.  Walqot  to  Mr.  Treves;  that  the  payment  of 
tliis  fum  was  required  of  Lees,  as  the  condition  ot  his  ap« 
pointment  to  the  office  of  Secretary  to  the  Poft-ofBce  in  Ire- 
land, vacant  by  the  refignation  of  Mr.  Walcot,  who  was  ap* 
pointed  in  the  room  of  Mr.  Barham.     That  Lord  Carteret, 
who  was  joint  Poft-mafter  General  with  Lord  Le  Defpenfer, 
at  the  time  of  the  abpve  appointment,  wsls  privy  to  the  fame; 
and  that  the  engagement  to  pay  Mr.  IVeves  3501.  a  yeari  af- 
ter the  death  of  Mr.  Barham,  was,  in  faft,  the  condition  of 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Lees.     That  it  appeared  to  your 
Committee,  that  Lord  Carteret  had  been  greatly  difplcafed    < 
and  difquieted  by  the  difcovcry  of  this  tranlaftion,  contained    '- 
in  the  narrative  of  Mr.  Lccs,  already  mentioned. — That  Mr.    ■ 
Todd,  who  has  for  many  years  pall  been  Secretary  to  t]ie    ' 
Poft-office,  informed  your  Committee,  that  fuch  a  tran&c- 
tion  was  totally  unprecedented;    and  that  he  exprefled  V\$  \ 
diiapprobation  of  it  to  both  Poft-mafters  General,  at  the  time 
it  took  place. 

*'  That  it  farther  appeared  to  your  Committee,  from  the 
examination  of  Mr.  Todd  and  Mr.  Treves,  that  a  paymentof 
an  annuity  of  2C0I.  a  year,  had  been  ^xadled.from  a  Mr# 
Dafliwood,  appointed  to  the  office  of  Port  mafter  General 
in  Jamaica.  That  this  annuity  was  exafted  from  Mr.  Dafli- 
wood, as  the  condition  of  his  appointment  to  the  laft  men- 
tioned office,  and  has  been  regularly  paid  by  him  toMtt 
Treves,  who  has  never  performed  any  public  fervice  in  the 
PolVoffice,  or  in  any  other  public  department,  to  entitkhim 
to  any  public  reward. 

"  That  it  farther  appeared  to  your  Committee,  that  Crifp 
Molineaux,  Efq.  agent  to  tlie  packets  at  Helvoetfluys,  was 
permitted,  with  the  knowledge  of  Lord  Carteret,  to  difpofe 
of  his  office  to  a  Mr.  Hutchinfon,  for  a  fum  of  money.  That 
complaints  have  been  made  againft  Mr.  Hutchinfon,'  for  im- 
proper conduft  in  his  office.  That  a  letter  was  written  to 
Tiim,  from  the  Poft-office,  in  the  month  of  January  laft,  by 
the  order  of  Lord  Carteret,  informing  Mr.  Hutchinfon,  tbi 
if  he  did  not  p*  rform  his  engagements  to  Mr.  Molineuti 
Mr.  Mollneux  muft  have  his  place  again.  That  it  appeared 
to  your  Committee,  that  Mr.  Molineux  was,  'from  his 
fituation,  incapable  of  difcharging  the  duties  of  his  office; 
and  that  Mr.  Hutchinfon  had  not  properly  difcharged  thofe 
duties* 

^  That 
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**'That  It  appeared  to  your  Committee,  that  none  of  thele 
tranfad^ions  were  entered  in  tlie  booivs  of  the  office,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  had  been  kept  concealed. 

*'  That  it  farther  appeared  to  your  Committee,  that  upqn 
the  death  of  a  Mr.  Allen,  a  Mr.  Staunton,  poft -mailer  at 
jfleworth,  a  place  worth  40oL  a  year,  and  upwards,  was,  in 
addition  thereto,  appointed  Comptroller  and  Refident  Sur- 
veyor of  the  Bye  and  Crofs-road  Letter  Office,  to  which  a 
ialaiij  of  500I.  a  year,  and  the  pcrquifites  of  coals  and  candles 
is  attached.  That  a  houfe  has  always  been  attached  to  this 
department;  tli^at  his  Majefty's  Firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury 
exprefled  his  defire  to  the  roft-mafters  General,  that  the 
houfe  attached  to  this  department,  might  be.  allotted  for  ano- 
ther purpofe,  in  order  to  lave  the  expence  of  an  additional 
boufe  to  the  public.  That  Lord  Carteret  propofed  to  the 
Board  at  the  Poft-office,  that  an  allowance  of  jool.  a  year 
fliould  be  made  to  Mr.  Staunton,  in  lieu  of  his  houfe.  I'hat 
Lord  l^ankerville  refjfled  the  fame;  that  fince  Lord  Taiiker- 
ville's  removal  from  the  office  of  Poft-mafter  (leneral,  that 
allowance  has  been  made.  That  the  peculiar  motives  to 
thefe  various  infiances  of  undue  preference,  as  well  as  the  oh- 
lefitionsto  Mr.  Staunton,  being  the  obje6l  of  them,  appear 
more  fully  from  Lord  Tankerville'*s  narrative. 

^^  That  it  appeared  to  your  Committee,  as  well  from  Lord 
Tankerville's  evidence,  as  from  the  correipondence  and  nar- 
retive 'delivered  in  by  his  Lordrtiip  to  your  Committee,  that 
he  had  made  frequent  reprefentations  to  His  Majefly^  firft 
Lord  of  the  Treafury,  reflecting  the  ahutes  which  he  had 
difcovered' in  the  Poft-office,  and  that  he  was  encouraged  in 
the  belief,  that  he  would  have  the  fupport  and  affiflance  of 
Government  in  redreffing  the  fame:  That  he  was  foon  after 
luch  encouragement' removed  from  his  office  of  Poft-maller 
General. 

"  That  during  thefe  inquiries,  the  attention  of  your  Com- 
mittee was  di redded  to  a  fpecific  charge  againft  Lord  Tanker- 
ville.  ftating  his  having  countenanced  a  corrupt  tranfaftion, 
refpe£ling  the  appointment  of  a  Mr.  Peifly,  to  be  coal-mer- 
chant to  the  Poft-office;  which  charge  was,  upon  full  inqui- 
ry,' difcovered  to  have  arifen  upon  a  mifapprehenfiou,  and  to 
be  totally  without  foundation. 

*^  Your  Committee,  lUcewife,  received  information  re fpec- 
ting  the  origin  of  the  mifunderftanding  between  Lord  Tan- 
kerville  and  'Lord  Carteret,  whicli  is  alJedged  to  have  arifen 
in  the  propofecj  nomination  of  a  Mr.  Dafliwond,  bv  Lord 
Tankerville,  to  the  office  of  ridirg  furveyor,  againft  the  ppi- 
pionof  Lord  Carteret,  and  when  Mr.  Dafhwood  had  been 
ctirged  with  having  committed  feveral  frauds,  as  mafter  and 
*  ''   -  *  captain 
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captain  of  a  packet,  and  for  which  be  had  been  difmifled  the  ^ 
fcrvioe. 

"  The  evidence  of  this  tranfaflion,  appears  in  the  Appendix 
to  the  Report;  but  as  this  mauer  is  not  ftated  as  an  abnfe 
praclifed  in  the  Poft-officc,  but  as  the  commencement  of  a 
difference  between  the  Poft-maflers  General,  your  Commit- 
tee do  not  ccnfider  it  as  within  their  province,  to  report  upoa 
the  merits  of  the  cafe. 

**  That  it  farther  appeared  to  your  Committee,  that  variov 
and  extraordinary  alnifes  exift  in  the  management  of  thl 
packet  boats;  particularly,  that  no  deduflions  have  been  maih 
from  the  hire  of  any  of  the  packet  boats,  whilft  under  re|NMr, 
feizure  for  fmuggling,  or  when  unemployed,  and  chat  they 
have  been  for  many  months  together  in  that  fiiuztion. 

**  That  it  farther  appeared  to  your  Committee,  that  the 
receipt  of  perquifites,  and  incidents  by  the  Po(l-mafterG^ 
neral,  particularly  in  coals,  candles,  and  tin-ware,  wen 
exceffive ;  and  that  various  articles  of  furniture  have  hen 
improperly,  and  contrary  to  precedent,  fupplied,  to  perfini 
having  appointments  under  the  Poft -office;  refpefling  all 
which  matrers  your  Committee  have  inferted  feveral  papery 
in  the  Appendix  to  this  Report. 

**  That,  owing  to  the  (hort  time  in  which  your  Commit- 
tee have  been  engaged  in  this  inquiry,  they  are  unable  to  re- 
port the  different  matters  which  they  have  inquired  into  lb 
particularly  as  the  extent  and  nature  of  the  abufes  teem  to 
require;  but  they  think  it  their  duty  to  ftate  generally,  that 
great  and  weighty  abufes  appear  to  them  to  have  prevailed  in 
the  department  of  the  Poft-office,  and  fnch  as  (eem  to  call 
for  a  farther  ftri6l  and  immediate  inquiry,  and  a  fuhftantial 
reform ;  the  more  efpecially  as  it  appears,  that  tfie  Commif- 
fioners  appointed,  two  years  ago,  to  inquire  into  fees,  gra- 
tuities, perquifites,  and  emoluments,  have  not  hitherto  made 
any  inquiry  whatever  into  the  abuHes  of  the  (aid  departmeat» 
Notwithftanding  that  the  fame  have  been  of  great  public  n> 
toriety,  and  that  many  of  them  were  diftindly  detailed  to 
HisMajefty's  firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury,  by  LordTaokervill^ 
previous  to  his  difmifllon  from  the  Poft-office, 

*'  That  your  Committee  being  prefled  in  point  of  time^  * 
have  not  been  able  to  include  in  their  report,  all  the  matter 
contained  within  their  minutes;  and  therefore,  that  the; 
Houfe  may  be  fully  informed  of  the  nature  of  their  inqui;iei| 
they  have  annexed  their  minutes  to  their  report  by  way  of 
appendix." 

On  the  report  of  the  bill  for  making  compenfation  to  the 
American  claimants, 

Mr.  Dempiler  brought  up  a  claufe  for  including  perfims 

who 
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who    fufiered,  in  confeqnence  of  debts  and  mortgages  in 
America  not  recoverable  by  the  laws  of  the  States. 

Mr.  Pitt  ftated  that  there  was  ftill  an  expedation  of  ha* 
Mg  fuch  debts  legally  recovered;  after  which  theclaufe 
was  negatived  on  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  Monty  in  purfuance  of  a  former  intimMion,  took  up  Mr.  A^Umi 
:die  fabjed  of  the  Weft  Florida  loyalifts,  and  aflerted  their 
claim  to  compenfation  from  the  Public.  In  the  commence- 
meat  of  the  American  war  the  inhabitants  of  this  country 
-llad  been  folicited  to  accede  to  the  general  confederacy  for 
tffisAtng  their  independence  from  Great  Britain:  having 
^jjojally  and  meritoriouily  refifted  the  invitations  of  their 
^teontrymen,  they  were  confequently  fubjeded  to  depreda* 
&ms  and  hoftilities,  which  could  not  fail  of  being  materi- 
ally injurious  both  to  their  perfons  and  their  property.  They 
Were  afterwards,  from  local  fituation,  expofed  to  the  at- 
tacks of  the  Spanifh  arms,  which,  after  a  brave  and  vigorous 
tefiftance,  finally  prevailed  over  them.  It  remained  then 
lor  him  to  jfhew^  that  in  theory  and  in  fadl  there  exifted  no 
diftinAion  between  their  (ituation  and  that  of  the  people  of 
Eaft  Florida,  but  what  muft  operate  in  favour  of  the  for- 
mer :  their  fituation  by  the  articles  of  the  peace  was  defcri-* 
Wd  and  confidered  precifely  in  the  fame  manner;  and  inftead 
.of  dying  that  one  province  was  conquered  and  given  up,  it 
-was  exprefsly  ftated  that  both  of  them  were  ceded  to  his 
Spaniflu  Majefty.  Being  then  equally  circumftanced  in  the- 
^,  in  fa£l  they  were  equally  entitled ;  for  a  part  only,* 
ma  not  the  whole,  was  conquered  by  Spain,  and  the  te- 
qiainder  was  ceded  in  the  fame  manner  as  Eaft  Florida,  being 
■the  price  of  peace.  If,  according  to  the  ufual  pradtice  of 
die  law  df  nations,  they  had  been  fecured  in  their  religion 
suid  privilisges,  this  application  might  have  been  rendered 
fuperfluous. 

^ut  (hould  they  not  fucceed  in  their  claims,  he  would 
IcaTe  the  Houfe  to  determine  how  far  fuch  difcourngement 
anay  operate  in  preventing  fimilar  loyalty  and  refiftance  in 
future ;  this  cafe  could  not  prove,  as  had  been  apprehended} 
a  precedent  for  more  extenfive  demands,  as  it  ftood  alone, 
and  was^  a  peculiar  nature.     A  merchant  had  an  opportu- 
nity by-lnfurance  of  fecuring  himfelf  in  at  leaft  part  of  his 
property;  the  prefent  petitioners  had  no  fuch  advantage^ 
and  though  neither  this,   nor  the  demands  of  the  loyalifts 
in  general,  could  be  made  as  aoKlatter  of  right,  yet  furely 
it  prefied  upon  the  Houfe  with  ftronger  claims  on  their  hu-^ 
manity  and  feeling.    He  did  not  expert  that  the  objeft  he 
Wished  for  would  be  completely  obtained  during  the  prefent 
ibffion  in  its  now  advanced  ftate,  but  to  give  at  leaft  fome 
fiktisfaAion  to  the  unhappy  fuSerer^  he  move;^  <<  that  a 
Vox..  XXII*  3  C  «« Com- 
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^^  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  lofles  and  f 
<^  claims  of  the  loyalifts  in  Weft  Florida,   and  to  report 
*^  their  opinion  to  the  Houfe.**  l 

Mr.  Chan-  Mt.  Chancellor  Pitt  profeffed  bimfelf  fully  fenfible  of  I 
i:cllor  Pitt,  ij^g  bravery  and  meritorious  fervices  of  the  people  of  Wefk  j 
Florida,  and  extremely  afFedled  at  the  inconveniences  to 
which  they  were  fubjefied ;  but  was  at  the  fame  time 
convinced,  that  an  acquiefcence  in  the  prefent  motion 
would  be  a  precedent' for  applications  the  moft  exteniiw 
and  endlefs.  There  were  many  great  authorities  in  tbii 
country,  who  thought  the  liberality  of  Parliament  rather 
too  far  ftretched  in  the  cafe  of  the  claimants  of  Eaft  Flo- 
rida; but  hitherto  he  had  not  heard  any  thing  urged,  whid^ 
brought  the  prefent  application  on  a  level  with  them.  If 
flaft  Florida  had  been  ceded  as  a  point  of  immediate  ur- 
gency and  the  immediate  neceffities  of  war,  their  demandi 
could  not  have  been  countenanced,  however  reafonable  thejr 
might  be,  when  they  had  been  delivered  up  in  a  time  it 
'peace  by  a  deliberate  a£t  of  the  Legiflature.  The  fortaoe 
jof  war  had  put  the  prefent  petitioners  under  the  dominion  of 
the  King  of  Spain,  after  our  arms  were  no  longer  able  to 
'protedl  them ;  and  in  remaining  fo,  they  muft  only  fubait 
to  what  was  often  the  fate  of  other  nations,  and  what  efot 
other  country  was  liable  to  when  in  a  ftate  of  warfare.  ^ 
did  not  conceive  their  fimilitude  to  the  fituation  of  mer- 
chants to  be  done  away  by  the  obfervation^  that  the  latter 
^2nay  infure;  for  even  then  the  bounty  on  infurance  muft  be 
an  infallible  lofs ;  and  perhaps  on  the  balance  thofe  who  uM 
fuch  precautions  were  found  not  to  profit  more  than  thofe 
who  took  all  hazards;  On  the  wh(^e,  he  felt  himfelf  much' 
more  inclined  to  refift  this  application  in  the  firft  infiaiice» 
than  to.  amufe  the  petitioners  with  hopes  which  would  neier 
be  realifed ;  and  would  therefore  oppofe  the  motion. 
Mr.  Pul-  Mr.  Pulteney  contended  for  the  juftice  of  the  prefent  claims 
tcney.  by  ftating,  that  many  of  the  fufFerers  were  perfons  from 
other  parts  of  America,  who  in  confequence  of  a  manifisfto 
were  induced  to  pafs  into  Weft  Florida,  where  they  fcnred 
very  valiantly  againft  the  enemy. 

The  queftion  was  put,  and  negatived  without  a'divHioii. 
Major  Scott      Major  Scott  exprefled  his  wifhes  that   an  accurate  copjr 
of  Mr.  HaftiiTgs'  impeachment  might   be   laid  before  die 
Houfe  for  the  purpofe  of  rendering  the  members  fully  pot 
fefTed  of  the  variations  to  which  he  underftood  that  k  vai 
liable. 
Mr.  Chin-       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  did  not  think  that  there  were  any 
ccllorPkt.  variations  but  fuch  as  arofe  frotn  the  additional  charges.    • 
Mr.  Aibim.      Mr«  jldam  mentioned,  that  the  only  alteration!  mode  ift 
tliQ  origins-copy,. was  that  oi  prefident  iov  g$vern$r.    . 

^  Loid 
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Lord.  Atulgrtvi  prefented  a  petition  from  feveral  fliip- 
owners  in  the  port  of  London  in  fupport  of  the  bill,  and 
tiien  moved,  ^'  that  the  bill  be  now  read  a  fecond  time." 

.  Mr.  Chancellor  P///  begged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe,  Mr.Chin 
that  when  fome  gentlemen  oppofed  the  firft  reading  of  the"*^®^***" 
bill,  he  ezprefied  his  wiflies  to  have  it  difcufled  on  account 
tif  the  importance  of  its  obje£l  and  the  neceflity  which  there 
ftemed  to  be  of  fomething  being  done  in  it.     At  the  pre* 
finty  however,  he  fhould  rejoice  to  find  the  bufinefs  poft- 
jtoned,,  bdcaufe  he  now  knew  it  to  be  impoffible  that  the  bill 
.Aoold  pafs  through  that  Houfe  (much  lefs  the  Houfe  of 
tords)  in  the  prefent  feffion ;  and  poftponing  it  in  this  ftage 
of  the  bufinefs,  a  very  heavy  expence  would  be  faved  to  the 
]ter(bns  who  had  applied  for  the  bill.  When  he  had  faid  thus 
modi,  however,  he  begged  that  gentlemen  would  not  mif- 
mdeHland  him  as  having  the  fmalleft  defire  to  get  rid  of 
die  bill ;  on  the  contrary,  he  was  convinced  that  it  was  a 
JBKitter  of  the  greateft  importance,  both  as  it  involved  in  it 
die  firft  interefts  in  this  kingdom,  and  as  it  related  to  the 
parties  who  fought  relief:  they  were  men  as  valuable  and 
Te(pe£bble  as  any  men  whatever ;    they  had  diftinguifhed 
diemielves  in  promoting  the  interefts  of  the  nation,   and 
every  way  merited  the  particular  attention  of  Government ; 
nor  were  their  complaints  ill  founded.     By  the  unqueftion- 
aMe  information  which  he  had  received  from  the  moft  re* 
fpeftable  quarters,  he  was  convinced  that  there  were  many 
and  various  abufes  in  the  trade;  for  which  the  exifting  laws 
"^provided  no  effeftual  remedy ;  he  faw,  therefore,  the  necef- 
fity  of  a  reform,  which  ought  to  be  gone  into  as  fpeedily 
u  pol&ble ;  yet,  when  he  coniidered  that  it  was  but  the  fe- 
*oond  reading  of  the  bill,  that  from  the  neceffary  forms  of 
the  Houfe  it  would  take  up  ten  or  fourteen  days  at  leaft^ 
and  confequently  could  not  be  gone  through  this  feiTion,  he 
would  advife  and  requeft  his  noble  friend  (Lord  Mulgrave) 
to  poftpone  the  conlideration  of  it  till  the  next  feflion,  to 
fiivc  at  once  unneceffary  trouble  to  the  Houfe  and  a  very 
great  expence  to  the  parties  concerned.     An  idea  had  been 
dirown  out  by  honourable  gentlemen  (Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley  and  Mr.  Brandling)  that  during  the  recefs  fuch  a 
bill'mieht  be  prepared,  as  could  be  brought  in  with  the  con- 
fent  of  all  parties;  he  fliould  be  glad  to  find  it  fo;  but  if 
this  could  not  be  done,  fome  effeftual  remedy  muft  be  ap- 
plied to  the  evils  complained  of,  and  therefore  the  bufinefs 
muft  and  ftiould  be  refumed  very  early  in  the  following  fef- 
fion.    He  concluded  with  obferving,  that  his  noble  friend 
{Lord  Mulgrave)  had  great  merit  in  the  part  which  he  had 
tak^n^  and  deferyed  the  thanks  of  his  country  for  bringing 
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forward  a  matter  in  which  its  moft  valuable  intcrcfls  were 
materially  concerned. 

Lord  Mufgravt  faid,  that  after  what  had  been  ui|;ed  by 
his  right  honourable  friendj  it  would  be  impoflible  for  him 
not  to  confent  to  the  bufinefs  bein^  pofiponed :  he  would 
only  add,  that  the  reafons  which  induced  him  to  bring  it 
forward  fo  late  in  the  feffion,  were  not  only  the  great  anxi- 
ety  which  the  aggrieved  party  muft  feel,  fituated  as  they 
were,  but  more  efpecially  the  confequences  which  might  ioV 
low  to  this  country  from  the  decay  of.fuch  an  important 
trade.  Thofe  who  obje£led  to  the  bill  had  certainly  miftaken 
their  own  interefls;  but  if  by  poftponing  the  bill  to  the  next 
feffion  meafures  fhould  be  adopted  in  the  recefs  to  bring  for- 
ward a  bill  by  the  confent  of  all  parties,  he  fhould  feel  great 
iatisfadtion. 

Mr.  BranJIing,appToyed  of  the  adjournment  of  the  lecond 
reading. 

Mr.  Orde  faid,  that  he  did  not  know  tfiat  there  was  any 
thing  obje<9:ionable  in  the  bill,  but  certainly  they  (meaning 
the  opponents  of  it)  were  not  to  be  driven  in  the  compol- 
fory  manner  which  had  been  attempted  by  the  agents  of  the 
bill :  if  both  parties  underflood'  their  interefts,  they  would 
next  feffion  bring  forward  a  bill  by  mutual  confent. 

Lord  Mulgrave  rofe  in  defence  of  the  perfons  who  had 
aypplied  for  the  bill :  he  had  forborne  to  make  any  compari* 
fon  between  the  conducft  of  thofe  gentlemen  and  their  op* 
ponents-*he  wifhed  that  gentlemen  had  followed  his  exam- 
ple, as  he  feared  that  they  would  gain  little  by  the  compa- 
rifon.  He  was  compelled  to  declare,  that  the  perfons  alluded 
to  were  men  of  the  faireft  charafler,  and  had  condufled 
themfelves  in  a  manner  perfeftly  cool  and  difpaflSonate; 
they  had  a£led  at  the  deiire  of  688  proprietors  of  fliipptng, 
whofe  property  in  the  trade  amounted  to  more  than 
2,000,000 1.  and  whofe  {hips  employed  upwards  of  x  2,000 
men.  The  petitions  for  the  bill  were  figned  by  moft  of  the 
fhip-owners  in  every  port  from  London  to  the  river  Tyne. 
Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley  complimented  the  Chancdior 
of  the  Exchequer  on  his  condudt,  as  (he  faid)  it  would  pre- 
vent animoiities  and  ferious  confequences. 

This  called  up  Mr.  Wilberforcey  who  faid  that  the  ho- 
nourable Baronet  had  mifunderftood  his  right  honourable 
friend  (Mr.  Pitt);  he  had  not  wifhed  topoftpone  the  bill 
on  the  ground  which  that  honourable  Baronet  feemed^lo  fup- 
pofe,  but  merely  becaufe  it  was  too  late  in  the  prefent  feffion 
to  go  through  with  it ;  and  his  right  honoura.bIe  friend  had 
obferved,  that  it  muft  be  brought  forward  again  eady  in  the 
ieginning  of  the  enfuing  feffion. 
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.  Sir  MalAiw  White  Ridkj  obrerved,  that  he  was  lorry  if  sir  i 
lie  had  nufreprefented  the  right  honourable  j?entleman,  ^'^^ 

The  fiscond  reading  of  the  bill  was  poftponed  for  three 
months.  • 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Mondajj  lijl  May* 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  brought  in  the  follow- 
ing meflSige,  which  was  handed  to  the  chair,  and  read  by  the 
Speaker. 

«GEORGEREX. 

^'  It  is  with  great  concern-  His  Majefty  acquaints  the 
^  Houfe  of  Commons,  that  from  the  accounts  Vhich  have 
'*  been  laid  before  His  Majefty  by  the  Prince  of  Wales,  it 
^'  appears  that  the  Prince  has  incurred  a  debt  to  a  large 
^  amount,  which,  if  left  to  be  difcharged  out  of  his  annual 
^  income,  would  render  it  impoffible  for  him  to  fupport  an 
^  eftabliihmeht  fuited  to  his  rank  and  fiation. 

'^  Painful  as  it  is  at  all  times  to  His  Majefty  to  propofe  an 
"  addition  to  the  heavy  expences  necenarily  borne  by  his 
••  people^  His  Majefty  is  induced,  from  his  paternal  afFec- 
**  tipn  to" the  Prince  of  Wales,  to  recur  to  the  liberality  and 
"  attachment  of  his  faithful  Commons  for  their  ajQlftance, 
*'  on  an  occaflon  fo  interefting  to  His  Majefty*s  feelings,  and 
^  to  the  eafe  and  honour  of  fo  diftinguifhed  a  branch  of  his 
**  Royal  Familv. 

"  His  Majefty  could  not,  however,  expeft  or  defire  the 
«  afliflance  of  this  Houfe,  but  on  a  well-grounded  expefta- 
"  tioo  that  the  Prince  will  avoid  contraSing  any  debts  in 
*'  future. 

^.  With  a  view  to  this  objefl,  and  from  an  anxious  defire 
*^  to  remove  any  pofliWe  doubt  of  the  fuflSciency  of  the 
"  Prince's  income  to  fupport  amply  the  dignity  of  his  fi- 
•*  tuation;  His  Majefty  has  diredled  a  fum  of  10,000 1. 
<^  per  annum  to  be  paid  out  of  his  Civil  Lift  in  addition  to 
"  the  allowance  which  His  Majefty  has  hi tiierto  given  him; 
«  and  His  Majefty  has  the  fatisfaftion  to  inform  the  Houfe, 
*'  that  the  Prince  of  Wales  has  given  His  Majefty  tlie  ful- 
•'  left  aflurance  of  his  determination  to  confine  his  future 
*^  expences  within  the  income,  and  has  alfo  fettled  a  plan 
•^  for  arranging  thofe  expences  in  the  feveral  departments, 
^*  and  for  fixing  an  order  for  payment  under  fuch  regulations 
**  as  His  ^ajefty  trufts  will  effeftually  fecure  the  due  exe- 
<'  cution  of  the  Prince's  intentions. 

"  His  Majefty  will  direft  an  eftimate  to  be  laid  before  the 
^^  Houfe,  of  the  fum  wanting  to  tomplete,  in  a  proper  man- 
^^  ner^  the  work  which  has  been  undertaken  at  Carleton 

**  houfc^ 
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'<  houfe,  as  foon  as  the  fame  can  be  prepared  with  fafficieot 
<<  accuracy,  and  recommends  it  to  his  faithful  Commons  ta 
**  confider  of  making  fome  provilion  for  that  purpofe-" 

r.  Alder-  Mr.  Alderman  Newnham  rofe,  as  foon  as  the  mefla^ehad 
an  Ncwn-  {^g^  ^ezd  to  its  conclufion,  and  addrefled  the  Chair  in  the 
^*  following  words : 

^  I  confefsy  Sir,  it  is  with  confiderable  exultation  that 
'^  I  find  that  none  of  thofe  prediflions  or  prognoftica- 
*'  tions,  which,  as  an  honourable  gentleman  obferved,  were 
*^  choruffed  all  around  me  on  a  former  occafion,  have  in  the 
^*  fnialleft  degree  been  realized.  I  do  not  pretend  to  arro- 
^  gate  to  myfelf  that  any  thing  which  I  have  done  has  pro- 
^*  moted  this  happy  event ;  but  it  is  my  boaft  that  nothing 
**  I  have  done  has  prevented  it.  Amidft  the  general  joy 
*^  that  glows  in  every  breaft  that  has  thought  upon  the  fuhi- 
*'  jeft  I  recei^^e  the  moft  heart-rfelt  fatisfaftion.  I  moft  fin- 
**  cerely  rejoice  that  the  Prince  of  Wales,  whom  I  admire 
*^  and  revere,  will  obtain  relief  in  a  mode,  I  am  fure,  dr  the 
*^  moft  fatisfaftory  to  him.  I  rejoice,  that  by  thisHisMa- 
*^  jefty  will  have  his  comfort  and  his  glory  fecured  and  pro- 
**  moted ;  and  I  moft  fincerely  hope,  that  no  event  may  ever 
**  happen  to  interrupt  their  felicity,  hut  that  paternal  love 
**  and  prbteftion  on  the  oqe  part,  and  filial  gratitude,  duty, 
^*  and  affeftion,  on  the  other,  may  flourifh  and  increafe  for 
<«  the  reft  of  their  lives.'' 
rr.Roll«.  Mr.  RoIIe  obferved,  that  he  was  extremely  happy  to  find 
that  the  bufinefs  was  at  laft  brought  to  that  mape  and  form ; 
that  he  would  meet  it  fairly,  but  as  he  did  not  wifh  to  anti- 
cipate the  debate,  he  would  merely  fay,  that  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  lift  of  the  debts  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  ooriit 
to  be  laid  upon  the  table,  that  other  gentlemen,  as  well  at 
himfelf,  before  they  laid  additional  burdens  upon  their  con- 
ftituents,  might  know  on  what  ground  it  was,  that  they  were 
called  upon  to  vote  away  the  public  money. 
ir.  Chan-  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwereS,  that  an  eftimate  of  thtf 
tiior  Put.  Jebts  of  his  Royal  Highnefs,  which  had  been  examined  in- 
to, was  making  out,  in  order  to  its  being  laid  upon  the 
table. 

The  meftage  was  upon  motion  ordered  to  be  taken  into 
confideration  upon  the  morrow. 

A  motion  having  been  made  that  the  Lewes  fmall-debtl 

bill  be  read  a  third  time, 

r  John         Sir  John  Aftller  obferved  that  he  had  many  and  great  ob- 

^i^^''-       jedlions  to  fmall-debt  bills,  and  to  Courts  of  Confcience^  as 

they  were  ufually  called.     In  thefe  courts,  he  added^  every 

man  lofes  the  trial  by  his  Peers,  the  grand  bulwark  cf  his 

liberty,  as  fecured  to  him  b>f  the  gc^^x.  cViaxt^t%    He  lofes  this 
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twofold  barrier  of  a  prefentment  and  trial  by  Jury,  between 
tbe  liberties  of  the  People  and  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 
The  Judges  of  many  of  thefe  petty  courts  are  as  abfolute  as 
thofe  of  France  or  Turkey ;  they  can  imprifon  any  man 
who  does  not  comply  with  their  mode  of  paying  a  debt  of 
ten  or  twelve  fhiilings;  no  power  can  take  cognizance  of 
their  decifions,  nor  is  there  any  appeal  againft  that  which 
they  pronounce  to  be  their  will  and  pleafure — the  unfortu- 
nate debtor  of  ten  or  twelve  fiiillings  may  be  by  them  com- 
mitted to  the  common  Bridewell,  where  gamilh,  and  other 
diamefnl  fees,  impofitions,  and  extortions  accumulating  upon 
diftrefles,  which  have  already  deprived  a  man  of  his  precious 
liberty,  will  amount  to  much  more  than  the  original  debt. 
BeHdes  this  very  important  additional  coniideration,  that 
from  being  carelefs,  indifcreet,  or  inadvertent  only,  the  un- 
happy prifoner  will,  in  the  courfe  of  a  month's  confinement, 
too  frequently  become  a  perfect  adept  in  many  fpecies  of 
vice,  and  profligacy,  and  is  turned  out  upon  the  world  a  fi- 
niflied  villain  f  For  our  Bridewells,  Sir  John  faid,  he  was 
forry  to  remark,  were  little  better  than  academies  for  every 
kind  of  dexterity  in  crimes  and  abominations,  while,  in  the 
mean  time,  the  pariih  is  obliged  to  find  the  wife  and  family 
of  the  uofortunate  wretch  who  returns  to  them  for  the  moft 
part  totally  indifpofed  to  any  means  of  induftry  as  well  as 
Tuiacceptable,  and  indeed  almoft  inadmifTible  to  any  prefump- 
tion  of  his  former  labours  or  art.  The  ignorance  and  inca- 
pacity of  the  Judges  of  thefe  petty  courts  is  a  grievance 
fcarely  lo  be  remedied  under  their  prefent  conflitution— the 
adminiftration  of  oaths,  both  to  the  creditor  and  debtor,  in 
proof  or  acquittal  of  the  debt  demanded,  greatly  incrteafes 
and  multiplies  perjuries-^peeviflinefs  and  litigations  are  pro-t 
-moted  among  neighbours — and  the  demands,  (three  fourths 
of  which  are  made  in  thefe  courts  by  keepers  of  public  hou- 
fes  upon  account  of  tippling)  had,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
community,  and  the  promotion  of  good  order  and  fobriety, 
better  be  recoverable  with  difficulty  and  expence  than  by  fa 
eafy  and  expeditious  a  procefs.  To  fay  the  befl  of  it.  Sir 
John  continued,  this  is  a  new  and  arbitrary  mode  of  trial,  in 
which  large  difcretionary  powers  create  a  petty  tyranny  in  a 
fet  of  flanding  Commiifeoners,  who  have  neither  precedent 
nor  control  for  their  proceedings — ^and  however  convenient, 
obferves  Judge  Blackflone  (fpeaking  of  confcience)  it  may 
appear  at  firfl  fight,  **  yet,  as  delays,  expence,  and  little  in- 
*<  conveniences  in  the  forms  of  juflice  are  the  price  that  all 
•*  free  nations  pay  for  their  liberties  in  more  fubflantial  mat- 
<<  ters,  thefe  inroads  upon  the  facred  bulwark  of  the  nation 
**  are  fundamentally  oppofite  to  the  fpirit  of  the  conftitu- 
^*  tlQn,  aadi  though  begun  in  trifles;i  th^  fpirit  may  gra- 

«  dually 
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dually  incrcafe  and  fpread  to  the  utter  difufe  ofjurio 
^  queflions  of  the  moft  momentous  concern."    This  h 
tnd   moft  refpef^ahle  authority  would,   he  trufted,   inf 
htm  the  fupport  of  the  learned  gentlemen  upon  all  fides 
the  Houfe  to  combat  thefe  particular  jurifdi£tions»  wh 
derogate  from  the  general  jurifdiflion  of  the  common  law 
this  country.    The  full  eftablifhment  and  reformation 
county  and  hundred  courts  would  render  thefe  little  mifch 
vous  and  partial  courts  totally  ufelefs.     Great  capitals, 
populous  trading  and  manufa6l:uring  towns,  it  may  Be  a 
mitted,  benefit  by  a  procefs  fo  concife.     Where  a  conftant  i 
flux  and  reflux  of  ftrangers  prevent  the  characters,  fiiculdt 
and  difpofitions  of  many  perfons  from  being  known  to  th( 
with  whom  they  have  dealings  in  fuch  (ituations,  a  fumni 
ry  redrefs  at  a  fmall  expencc  may  perhaps  prove  benefit 
to   trade.     But,  in  diftri£ts  of  a  contrary  defcription,  fu 
as  thofe  parts  of  the  county  of  Suffex,  to  which  the  prefe 
bill  was  to  be  applied,  where  every  man's  chara<S^er,  mea 
and  fituation  in  life,  are  or  may  be  known  to  all  who  ha 
dealings  with  him,  the  ale-houfe  keeper,  the  baker,  and  t 
chandler's  fhopkeeper,  need  give  no  farther  credit  than  tb 
have  fair  aflurance  of  punftuality  in  paying,  in  which  c 
their  lofles  can  be  but  trifling,  if  indeed  they  have  any  hd 
at  all,  and  individuals,  as  well  as  Ibciety  in  general,  will  I 
nefit  by  this  check  to  the  facility  of  obtaining  credit  inxna 
cafes.     He  might  be  afked,  whether  he  had  any  knowle 
of,  or  connexion  with,  the  county  of  Suflex?  and  toW 
fo  he  might  as  well  oppofe  a  bill  of  inclofur&in  any  coy 
to  which  he  was  a  ftranger,  as  the  prefent  bill.     Sir 
(aid  that  he  had  no  acquaintance  nor  conne£^ion   witi 
county  of  Sufl^ex ;  he  knew  that  the  prefent  bill  had  bci 
commended  to  the  county  members,  by  many  of  theij 
ftitoents,  and,  without  doubt,  by  all  the  alehoufek 
.  and  little  fliopkeepers  in  the  county ;  but  he  confidere 
of  inclofure,  in  which  the  profit  and  fatisfaflion  of  tl 
viduals  interefted  in  it,  as  the  whole  of  the  public  < 
with  fuch  bill,  whereas,  in  the  prefent  cafe,  an  unn 
invafion  of  the  judicature  of  this  country,  in  certain 
of  the  county  of   Suflex,    was,    he  conceived,    a 
which,  as  a  member  of  that  Houfe,  it  was  his  duty 
The  Houfe  divided  upon  the  motion,  '*  that  tl 
*^  now  read  a  third  time.**     Ayes,  21;  Noes,  63, 
he  Hon.         The  honourable  Thomas  Pclham  contended,  that 
clhain*     peculiar  cliarafter  of   Brightheimflone,  which  v 
diftrift  of  Lewes,  as  a  region  of  pleafure  and  a  ft 
mer  vifitation,  fuch  a  bill  was  peculiarly  re<]^uifit( 
place. 


ffjij.  DEBATES. 

It  was  moved,  "  That  this  bill  be  read  upon  the  morrow." 
The  amendment  propofed  was,  by  ieferting  "  this  day  three 
"  months." 

The  Houfe  divided  on  the  queftion,  that  to-morrow  ftand 
part  of  the  queilion.     Ayes,  2ti;  Noes,  99. 

It  pafled  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Burke  exprefled  his  conviflion  of  the  neceffity  which  Mr. 
-exiiled  of  that  Houfe  not  fufFering  the  feffioa  to  end,  with- 
out proceeding  to  take  fome  ftep  binding  upon  Warren  Haf* 
tingSy  Efq.  to  be  forthcoming  to  anfwer  the  impeachment 
againft  him,  articles  of  which  that  Houfe  had  preferred  at 
the  bar  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords.  He  therefore  moved,  "  That 
«  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  be  taken  into  cuftody  of  the  Ser- 
«<  leant  at  Arms  of  that  Houfe," 

Mr.  Nicholls  ftated  his  reafons  for  thinking  that  fuch  a  mo-  Mr. 
tion  ought  not  to  pafs ;  and  his  principal  objedlion,  he  faid,  chol 
was,  that  it  would  brand  Mr.  Haftings  with  a  fligma  in  the 
hce  of  the  country,  by  fuggefting  an  idea,  that  the  Houfe 
had  reafon  to  fufpefl  Mr.  Haftings  of  fome  undue  purpofe, 
or  improper  defign  of  attempting  to  elude  juftice.  Mr.  Ni- 
cholls pbferved  that,  upon  recurring  to  the  journals  to  fearch 
for  precedents,  he  found  there  were  three  feveral  modes  of 
proceeding,  which  had  been  adopted  by  the  Houfe  after  they 
had  refolvcd  to  impeach.  The  one  was  to  take  the  party  im- 
peached into  the  cuftody  of  their  own  Serjeant  at  Arms ; 
the  fecond,  to  defire  the  Lords  to  take  him  into  cuftody ; 
and  the  third,  to  defire  their  Lordfliips  to  put  him  to  an- 
fwer. Now,  this  laft  was  precifely  in  point  to  the  prefent 
impeachment,  in  which  the  Houfe  had  defired  the  Lords 
would  put  the  faid  Warren  Haftings  to  anfwer  the  laid  ar- 
ticles of  impeachment.  Mr.  Nicholls  reafoned  upon  this, 
and  then. faid,  that  among  the  various  precedents  upon  the 
journals,  he  had  feleAed  one,  and  that  a  cafe  fo  far  ftmilar 
and  correfponding,  as  it  was  one  in  which  the  party  was  not 
taken  into  cuftody.  This  was  the  cafe  of  Edward  Seymour, 
Efq.  on  the  17th  of  December  1680.  Mr.  Nicholls  read 
the  precedent  to  the  Honfe,  and  added,  that  though  he  did 
not  know  that  the  taking  Mr.  Haftings  into  cuftody,  for  the 
fafee  merely  of  carrying  him  \ip  to  the  bar  of  the  other 
Houfe  to  be  bailed  would  be  attended  with  any  perfonal  in- 
convenience to  that  gentleman,  yet  he  thought  that  the  Houfe 
ought  to  adhere  to  precedent,  while  they  had  fo  ftrong  a 
precedent  to  be  guided  by. 

The  Speaker  obferved  that  he  had  the  precedent  of  Mr.  Th< 
Seymour's  cafe  in  his  hand,  but  that  the  honourable  gentle- 
man had  iTot  ftated  the  whole  of  it,  for  that  three  days  after- 
Wards,  viz.  on  the  20th  of  December  iCgo,  Mr.  Seymcifr 
Vol.  XXIK     '  3D  *  a^uallj^ 
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a£^uall7  was  taken  into  cuftody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  by 
order  of  the  Houfe* 
or  Scott.     Major  Scott  rofe  to  objeft  to  the  motion  as  a  breach  of 
promife.     The  Major  declared,  he  had  been  told  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  honourable  gentleman  to  move  to 
take  Mr.  Haftings  into  cuftody  of  the  Serjeant,  and  that  in- 
formation had  been  confirmed  m  a  fubfequent  converfationby 
an  honourable  and  learned  gentleman  then  in  his  eye.    The 
Major  faid,  on  the  day  that  the  queftion  of  impeachment  had 
been  difcufled,  Mr.  Haftings  had  been  in  attendance  near  the 
Houfe,   and  ready  to  furrender,  if  called  upon;  but  no  fuch 
motion   having  then  been  made,  he   thought  it  unfair  to 
bring  it  forward  at.  prefent,  though  he  admitted  the  making 
fuch  a  motion  fmgly  was  more  manly  than  doing  it  on  the 
ground  of  any  new  article  of  impeachment,  as  he  expeded 
would  have  been  the  cafe. 
%  Anftru-      ^j.^  Anflruther  remarked  that  if  the  honourable  gentleman 
meant  to  allude  to  him,  he  had  told  him  at  the  time  that  he 
really  knew  nothing  about  the  intention  of  the  honourable 
gentleman  alluded  to  ;  but  his  idea  was,  that,  in  all  probabi- 
lity,   they  would   not  move  to  take  Mr.   Haftings  into 
cuftody. 
ajor  Scott.     Major  Scm  faid,  the  honourable  and  learned  gentleman 
was  correct  as  far  as  he  went,  but  he  ftiould  have  gone  a  little 
farther.  The  Major  then  reminded  him  ofift  converfation  that 
had  pafled  between  him,  another  honourable  and  learned  gen- 
tleman and  himfelf,  below  the  bar,  and  again  at  the  corner  of 
Bridge-ftreet,  on  the  fame  day. 
[r.Chan-       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  rofe  to  put  an  end  to  a  converlation, 
Uor  Pitt,  j-elating  to  what  pafled  privately  in  the  rooms  of  that  hoofe* 
or  inacomerof  the  ftreet,  which  was,  in  his  mind,  byno 
means  fitting  for  that  Houfe  to  be  troubled  about.    The 
{zGt  with  regard  to  the  prefent  motion  was,  that  it  had  origi- 
nally been  thought  that  it  was  unneceflary  for  the  Houfe  to 
take  Mr.  Haftings  into  cuftody  by  their  Serjeant ;  but  upon 
a  more  minute  examination  of  precedents^  and  a  confultation 
with  others   in  another  place,  it  had  been  found  that  the 
more  regular  and   formal  mode  of  proceeding  would  be  for 
that  Houfe  to  take  Mr.  Haftings  into  cuftody  by  their  Ser- 
jeant,  for  the  purpofe  of  carrying  him  to  the  bar  of  the 
Houfe  of  Lords,  there  to  give  in  bail,  if  the  Houfe  of 
Lords  thought  proper ;  but  this  was  ndt  adopted  with  any 
view  to  fubjedl  Mr.  Haftings  to  any  particular  hardship  or 
inconvenience ;  jt  was  merely  chofen  as  a  mode  mofl  fuitabic 
to  the  dignity  of  the  Houfe,  and  to  the  purpofes'  of  fubftan- 
tial  juftice. 
\fr^  Burke,     Mr.  £urke  remarked  that  it  was  well  known  that  hi»  opi- 
nion had  originally  been,  that  ^x.\U5ivtv^^fiKiw\Vtsfe\ik^ 
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iato  cttftody  of  their  Serjeant  at  Arms ;  but  he  had  given 
way  to  other  gentlemen,  who  conceived  that  fuch  a  proce« 
dure  might  be  difpenfed  with.  That  opinion,  it  now  ap« 
peared,  had  been  erroneous;  and  therefore,  without  mean- 
ing to  aggravate  the  offences  or  tlie  criminality  of-Mr. 
Haflings,  the  motion  which  he  liad  had  the  honour  to  make> 
Was  found  to  be  indifpenfably  neceffary. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

Mr.  Burke  reported  the  7  th  article  of  impeachment,  which 
wa^  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  Burke  was  then  direfled  to  carry  the  fame  to  the 
Lords. 

The  Houfe  being  informed  that  Warren  Haflings,  Efq. 
was  in  the  cullody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms, 

Mr.  Burke  was  direAed  to  acquaint  the  Lords  with  the 
fame. 

Mr.  Grey  faid,  the  Committee  had  gone  through  the  fcve-  Mr.  Gi 
ral  abufes  in  the  Poft  Office,  to  which  he  had  alluded,  when 
he  took  the  liberty  of  propofing  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  a 
few  days  fince,  and  his  mind  was  made  up  to  the  conviflion^ 
that  the  Committee  had  heard  evidence  I'ufficiently  fatisfac- 
tory  to  fubftantiate  every  faft  which  he  had  o|>ened  to  the 
Houfe.  He  wiihed  therefore  to  make  a  report  of  their  pro- 
ceeding^ as  far  as  they  included  thofe  fa£ls.  Other  gentle- 
men had  fiated  other  fa£ls,  which  were  then  under  inquiry, 
he  could  not  therefore  make  a  complete  report.  This  l)eing 
the.  cafe,  he  truiled  that  his  report  would  be  received,  and 
that  it  would  be  confldered  as  a  full  and  complete  anfwer  to 
thofe  gentlemen  who  had  charged  hinj  with  having  wifhed  to 
open  accufations  in  the  Houfe,  and  propofe  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry,  without  having  in  his  poiTeffion  the  materials  and 
the  power  of  making  a  report  to  the  Houfe  before  the  pro- 
rogation of  Parliament.  He  concluded  with  moving,  "  that 
<*  the  Committee  have  leave  to  report  from  time  to  time." 

Vifcount  Maitland  complained  of  the  injuftice  of  making  Viftow 
a  partial  report  on  a  fubjeft  of  fo  delicate  a  nature,  as  an  W»itU 
accufation  againft  a  noble  Lord,  high  in  office,  at  a  period  of 
the  fefEon  when  it  would  be  impoffible  for  that  noble  Lord 
to  exculpate  himfelf  in  time  for  the  Houfe  to  receive  his  ex- 
culpation previous  to  the  prorogation  of  Parliament.  He 
fubmitted  the  ground  upon  which  the  Houfe  ftood  in  this  af- 
fair to  their  candid  confideration. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  declared  that  he  was  extremely  an-  Mr.  C 
xious  and  impatient  that  a  report  from  the  Committee  (hould^*^ 
be  made;  but  no  feeling  of  anxiety  on  his  own  account,  nor 
on  that  of   the   noble  Lord   in   queftion,    could  reconcile 
Wm  to  the  admiffion  of  a  piece-meal  and  partial  report  upon 
fo  delicate  a  fubje£t,    A  complete  report  the  Houfe  was 

3  P  2  entitled 


count 
itlan4, 
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entitled  to  expedl;  a  complete  report  he  anxioufly  wifliedto 
fee ;  but  to  nothing  fhort  of  a  complete  report  could  he  give 
his  confent. 
Fox,  Mr.  l^ox  obferved  that  he  had  thought  it  extremely  hard 
and  unreafonable  in  the  firft  inftance  toexpedt,  that  his  ho- 
nourable friend,  not  having  the  power  either  of  lengthening 
the  exiftence  of  the  fefTion,  or  of  knowing  how  long  it  would 
cxift,  (hould  make  any  report  before  the  Houfe  rofc;  but 
furely  it  was  much  more  hard,  and  much  more  unreafonable^ 
after  his  honourable  friend  had  declared,  that  he  had  h^rd 
every  witnefs,  and  adduced  all  the  evidence  which  he  defired 
to  adduce  refpefting  the  fads  that  he  had  ftated  to  the  Houfe, 
and  was  ready  to  make  a  report  as  far  as  thofe  faQs  went,  to 
cxpe£t  that  his  honourable  friend  could  undertake  to  make  a 
complete  report,  when  it  was  recolledled,  that  one  of  the 
members  of  the  Committee  (Vifcount  Maitland)  was  rather 
adverfe  to  the  objeft  of  the  Committee,  and  had  ftartcd 
fome  new  fadls,  which  made  their  inquiries  more  extenfivc, 
Mr.  Fox  added,  that,,  in  his  opinion,  his  honourable  friend 
had  done  every  thing  which  could  reafonably  be  expeded 
from  him,  and  had  Uilly  anfwered  every  promife  or  expec- 
tation which  he  had  holden  out  to  the  Houfe. 

Vifcount  iWa//&«^  admitted  that  it  was  very  true  that  he 
had  ftated  fome  fads  touching  abufes  in  the  Poll  Office  du 
ring  the  time  when  a  noble  Earl  (of  Tankerville)  no  loneer 
in  that  fituation,  had  been  at  the  head  of  it,  and  he  was  free, 
to  fay,  that  the  evidence  which  he  had  called  had  not -gone 
as  far  as  he  wiflied ;  but  the  Committee  having  been  appoint- 
ed for  the  general  purpofe  of  inquiriilg  into  the  abufes  of  the 
Poft  Office,  lie  had  an  undoubted  right  to  ftate  fuch  abuies 
as  had  fallen  within  his  knowledge. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  afked  when  the  ho- 
nouiable  gentleman  (Mr.  Grey)  thought  that  a  complete  re- 
port would  be  made )  , 

Mr.  Grey  anfwered,  early  in  the  courfe  of  the  enfuing 
week. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  faid,  that  he  was  glad 
a  report  could  be  made  fo  foon. 

Vifcount  Maitland  reminded  the  Houfe,  that,  after  the 
report  was  made,  it  would  take  three  days  at  leaft  to  print 
it. 

The  queftion  was  at  length  put  and  negatived. 
Sir  John  Sinclair  gave  notice  that  he  fhould  move  for  a 
new  writ  for  Lauder  in  the  room  of  Francis  Charter  is,  Efq« 
now  Lord  Elcho. 

Lord  Elcho  declared  that  he  would  oppofe  any  fuch  mo- 
tion, as  he  had  not  vacated  his  feat. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 
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'  Tue/dayy  22d  May. 

Ko  material  debate  took  place. 

PTednefdayj  2'^d  May. 

Mr.  Burke  reported,  that  he  had  delivered  to  the  Lords  Mr.  5orfc«* 
the  feventh  article  of  impeachment  on  Monday  laft,  and  had 
acquainted  the  Lords,  that  Warren  Haftings,  Lfq.  was  in 
tha  cuftody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  that  Houfe. 

The  Serjeant  at  Armslikewifa  reported,  that  he  had  deli* 
\ered  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  into  the  cuftody  of  the  Gentle- 
man Uiher  of  the  Black  Rod,  and  had  taken  a  proper  dif- 
charge. 

Mr.  Burke  reported  the  eighth  article  of  impeachment  Mr.  Bark*, 
againtt  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.    The  fame  was  ordered  to  be 
iarther  confidered. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  ftated  at  the  bar,  that  he  had  two  Mr.  Chan- 
papers,  purporting  to  be  the  accounts  of  the  feveral  debts  cellos  Pitt, 
due  from  his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  up  to 
July  1786,  to  prefent  to  the  Houfe. 

He  was  defired  to  bring  them  up,  and  the  titles  of  them 
^re,  upon  motion,  feverally  read  at  the  table. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  then  rofe,  and  obferved,  that  as  it  ^'j-  ^^"'^^ 
had1>een  impoffible  for  the  accounts  to  be  made  out  andau-^  °' 
thenticated  in  time  for  him  to  have  prefented  them  fooner 
than  that  day,  and  as  gentlemen  in  all  probability  would  like 
to  examine  them  previous  to  any  motion  being  brought  for- 
ward on  the  fubjeft,  he  prefumed  it  would  be  generally  fatif- 
£idory  for  him  to  move  to  difcharge  the  order  for  taking  His 
Majefty*s  meflage  into  confideratlon  that  day,  and  afterwards 
to  move  a  new  order  for  the  day  immediately  enfuing. 

Mr.  f^ner  defired  to  know  whether  the  Houfe  was  not  to  Mr.  Vyner. 
be  furnifhed  with  an  eftimate  of  the  expence  of  completing 
the  buildings  at  Carlton  Houfe,  agreeable  to  the  promife  con- 
tained in  H^s  Majefty's  meflage? 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  anfwered,  that  it  was  by  all  means  Mr.  Chan- 
His  Majefty's  intention  to  lay  the  eftimate  before  them — but,  ^^^^  P^^» 
as  yet,  it  was  not  fully  completed.  An  eftimate  in  grofs  had 
been  made,  but  it  was  thought  more  proper  to  have  it  detailed 
in  a  more  minute  way  for  the  infpeflion  of  the  Houfe.  The 
amount  of  the  grofs  eftimate  was  about  45,000 1.  for  build- 
ing, and  about  5000 1,  for  furniture ;  but  it  was  hoped,  that 
when  the  feveral  items  came  to  be  particularized,  it  would  be 
found  to  fall  fhort  of  that  fum;  and,  ^t  all  events,  there  was 
no  danger  of  its  exceeding  it, 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  then,  by  His  Majefty's  command,  pre- 
fented to  the  Houfe,  the  ftate  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  the 
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Prince  of  Wales's  debts  to  the  5ih  of  July,  178S,  and  alfoan 
iibftraa  of  his  Royal  H'ghnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales's  three 
years  expenditure  from  the  5th  of  July,  1783,  to  the  5th  of 
July,  1786. 

DEBTS. 

Bonds             —                              —  i3>ooo    0  0 

Purchafe  of  houfes  *       —  *        —  4,000    0  0 

Expences  of  Carleton-houfc            —  53y2^5  '^  ^ 

Tradefmen's  bills        —                     —  90,004  13  7 

161,110  10    0 


EXPENDITURE,  from  July  1 783,  to  the  5thof  July,  I786, 

Houfehold                 —                          —  29,277  0  0 
Privy  pnife            —                          —  16^050  0  0 
Payments  made  by  Colonel  Hotham,  parti- 
culars delivered  to  His  Majelly  37»203  0  0 
Other  extraordinary  expences  1 1,406  0  0 


Salaries  and  allowances     ;f«  54)734    o  o 

Stables,  &c.  37^919'  o  Q 

Mr.  Robinfon's  extraordi- 

naries        .    —  7 3059^  o  o 


93,936    0  0 


99,712    0  0 


193,648    0  0 
Tlie  accounts  of  the  debts  of  his  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prince 

of  Wales  were  ordered  to  be  taken  into  confideration  at  the 

fame  time,  when  themeflage  ftiould  become  a  fubjedkof  dif- 

cufiion. 

By  the  above  accounts,  the  debts  amounted  to  1 6 1, 1 10 1*—; 

53,3051.  of  which  have  been  incurred  by  carrying  on  tbi; 

building  at  Carleton  Houfe. 

Report  of  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  Ahufes  in  the  Poft-^pcik 

Mr.  Grey.       Mr.  Grey  brought  up  the  report  from  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  enquire  into  the^bufes  in  the  Poft-oflSce. 

Mr.  Grey  then  moved,  "  That  the  report  be  taken  int» 
**  confideration  on  Monday  next.*' 
Vifcoont  Vifcount  Maiiland  moved  to  fubftitute  the  word  **Fri« 
MaitUad.  day,"  declaring,  that  he  flipuld  oppofe  any  motion  for  print* 
ing  the  report  as  unneceffary,  fince  it  was  fo  ftiort,  tbak  any 
gentleman  might,  on  a  flight  perufal,  make  himfelf  mailer  <x 
its  contents;  and  as  it  contained  a  variety  of  matter,  crimi* 
nating  a  noble  Lord  high  in  office,  at  a  period  of  the  feflioii» 

whea 
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irhcn  it  was  entirely  impoffible  for  any  proceeding  to  be  in- 
fiitutedy  that  could  aflFord  means  of  general  inveftigation,  or 
pye,  the  party  criminated  a  fair  opportunity  of  exculpating 
him  (elf. 

Mn    Chancellor  Pitt  declared,   that  he,    by  no  means,  Mt,  Chnt 
thought  the  diftance  of  Friday  fuflScient  for  gentlemen  to  ^^^  ^P**" 
read  and  examine  the  Report  and  Appendix,  fo  as  to  enable 
them  to  make  up  their  minds  properly  and  fatisfaflorily  upon 
it.     He  fhould  therefore  be  for  deferring  it  till  Monday,  but, 
jat  the  fame  time  he  could  aflure  the  Houfe,  that  he  did  not 
wUh  to  poftpone  it  from  any  hackwardnefs  which  he  felt  to 
.meet  any  thing  perfonal  with  regard  to  himfelf,  as  he  flatter- 
ed himfelf  would  be  manifeft  to  every  gentleman  when  the 
queft  on   came  to  be  debated.      He    alfo  agreed  with  the 
noble  Vifcount  in  his  objedion  to  having  the  papers  printed, 
a  thing  which  he  thought  in  delicacy  ought  to  be  difpenfed 
with,  when  it  was  confidered  that  they  not  only  related  to 
alledged  abufes  in  a  public  department,  (in  wliich  point  of 
view  they  certainly  ought  to  be  made  as  public  as  poffible,) 
but  that  they  alfo  went  into  a  detail  of  an  altercation  and  di(- 
fention  between  two  noble  Lords,  which  of  courfe  was  a  fub- 
jedk  the  Houf«  would  interfere  with  as  little  a«  its  connec- 
tion with  public  bufinefs  would  render  neceflary. 

The  motion,  *^  that  the  report  be  taken  into  confideration 
<*  on  Monday  next,**  was  tlien  put  and  carried,  Vifcount 
Maitland  withdrawing  his  amendment. 

Mr,  Grey  next  moved,  Mr.  Grey 

**  That  a  fufficient  number  of  copies  be  printed  for  the 
•*  ufe  of  the  members  of  the  Houfe." 

Alderman  Ncwnham  rofe  to  fupport  this  motion,  declaring,  Alderman 
that  if  tliere  were  abufes  in  the  Poft-oflice,  they  ought  to  be  '^^'^^^ 
publicly  known ;  and  that  the  not  printing  the  reiK)rt  would 
look  as  if  the  Houfe  were  afraid  of  letting  the  world  know, 
that  a  Committee  of  that  Hoiife  appointed  to  inquiry,  had 
xeported  that  abufes  ex i (led. 

Upon  the  queftion  being  put,  the  Houfe  divided, 
Ayes,     16.  Noes,     120. 

Mr.  Gilbert  prefented  to  the  Houfe  a  report  from  the  Com-  Mr.Gil«< 
mittee,  who  were  re-appointed,  at  the  beginning  of  the  fef- 
fion,  to  infpedl  and  confider  the  returns  made,  relative  to 
the  poor,  purfuant  to  theafts  of  the  lafl  feffion.  He  informed 
the  Houfe,  that  che  Committee  had  inveftigated  the  fubje£l 
with  great  labour  and  attention,  and  had  formed  their  re- 
port upon  fails  very  intereftiog  and  important,  which  were 
difclofed  by  thofe  returns,  and  were  particularly  ftated  in  an 
abftrad  annexed  to  the  report.  He  faid,  that  he  would  not 
*  take  up  the  time  of  the  Houfe  in  urging  any  obfervalions  c* 
]Bds  own  upon  it,  but  would  leave  the  report  to  i^'sk.  (oi  \x^<^ 
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and  intreated  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  whilft  it  was  read  by 
the  clerk. 

It  was  then  read,  and  the  Houfe  ordered  a  fufficrent  num- 
ber of  copies  of  the  report  and  abftradl  to  be  printed  for  the 
ufe  of  the  members. 
^J<>^"  S\T  John  Sinclair  rofe  and  declared,  that  he 'had  no  per* 
IviQ  air.  ipj^jj^i  motive  for  bring  forward  the  motion  which  he  wai 
about  to  make,  leafl:  of  all  did  he  mean  any  thing  difrefpeft- 
ful  to  the  noble  Lord  oppofite  to  him.  He  confidered  the 
matter  to  be  of  the  utmoft  importance,  involving  confidera- 
tions  intereftinff  to  the  conftitiition  of  that  Houfe,  and  to  the 
prefervation  ofthe  rights  of  the  commons  of  Scotland,  as  fet- 
tled and  eftablifhed  by  the  articles  and  afts  6f  union.  If  he 
was  not  perfuaded  that  the  motion  which  he  meant  to  make, 
ftqod  upon  the  cleareft  and  nioft  felf-evident  grounds  of  par- 
liamentary law  and  precedent,  he  would  not  venture  to  in- 
trude it  upon  the  confideration  of  the  Houfe.  His  motion, 
he  faid,  would  be, 

"  That  the  Speaker  do  iffue  his  warrant  to  the  Clerk  ofthe 
<^  Crown,  to  make  out  a  new  writ  for  the  elefting  a  Com- 
^^  miffioner  to  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament,  for  the  dif- 
<*  trift  of  Lauder,  Haddington,  Dunbar,  North  Berwick, 
"  and  Jedburgh,  in  the  room  of  Francis  Charteris,  Efq. 
"  junior,  of  Amisfield,  now  become  the  eldeft  fon  of  a  Peer 
t^  of  Scotland,  and  thereby  incapable  of  reprefenting  the  faid 
♦*  diftrift  in  this  Houfe." — But  hefore  he  made  it,  he  wifhed 
that  the  precedents  on  which  he  grounded  it  might  be  read 
from  the  Journals.  He,  accordingly,  defired  the  Clerk  to 
turn  to  December,  1708,  for  the  proceedings  ofthe  Houfe^ 
jn  the  cafe  of  Lord  Haddo,  and  the  refolution  then  come  to. 
He  accordingly  moved, 

^'  That  the  entry  in  the  Journals,  3d  of  December,  1708, 
<^  of  the  proceedings  ofthe  Houfe,  on  confidering  the  aflof 
^*  the  eleftion  of  members  for  Scotland,*'  might  be  read^ 
and  alfo,  "  The  proceedings  relative  to  Alexander  Irvine  and 
^*  others,  and  the  proceedings  25th  November,  1708,  and 
*^  27  th  November  ofthe  fame  year." 

Sir  John  Sinclair  next  defired  the  cafe  of  Lord  Charles 
Dougla<,  in  1755,  to  be  read,  and  then  moved,  *^  That  the 
"  entry,  18th  November,  1755,  be  read;"  which  being  done 
by  the  Clerk,  he  made  his  original  motion. 
TVifcount         7\s  foon  as  the  motion  was  ftated  from  the  Chair, yifconnt 
'^^^^^*^^'  J^eau champ  defired  to  know  if  the  honourable  baronet  had 
found  no  other  precedents? 
•'"  Sir   John  Sinclair  ftated  the  petition  of  Mr.  Irvine  and 

others  in  1708,  as  conclufive,  but  faid,  that  there  was  a  pre* 
ct'dent  on  tlie  Journals  of  Lord  Livingftoue's  cafe  in  16891 
which  was  read. 
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Vifcount  Beaucbamp  argued  in  favour  of  Lord  Elcho,  con-  vifcot 
tending)  that  in  point  of  reafon  and  good  fenfe  he  oi:ght  to  ^^"^1 
.keep  his  feat.  He  quoted  a  part  of  the  aft  of  Union,  which 
eaa£led  from  that  time  forward,  that  the  two  kingdoms 
ihould  participate  reciprocally  in  the  benefits,  advantages, 
rights  and  immunities,  peculiar  to  each.  Upon  this  quota- 
tion he  refted  an  argument,  that  to  oblige  the  noble  Lord  in 
confequence  of  his  having  becoipe  the  eldeft  fon  of  a  Peer  of 
Scotland,  to  vacate  his  feat,  would  be  to  violate  the  fpirit  and 
meaning  of  the  a£l  of  Union.  With  regard  to  the  precedents, 
they  were  all  cafes  which  had  occurred  in  times  of  great  party 
violence,  and  ought  not  to  be  relied  on  as  obligations  indil^ 
penfable  by  the  Houfe.  In  proof  of  this,  he  read  an  extract 
from  Burnet's  hiftory  of  his  own  times,  in  which  the  Biftiop, 
fpeaking  of  the  parliamentary  tranfaftions  of  1708,  fays, 
"  The  Court  and  the  Whigs  had  joined,  and  were  (letermined 
"  to  carry  every  thing  their  own  way;  that  the  Whigs  un- 
**  blufhingly  decided  elediions  without  regard  to  jullice,  or 
"  any  other  confideration  but  their  own  party  feelings  agafnft 
•*  the  Tories.**  With  regard  to  Lord  Haddo,  it  was  noto- 
tjous  that  he  was  a  peribn  particularly  obnoxious  to  the 
powers  then  in  being,  and  that  circum (lance  confidered,  the 
proceedings  upon  the  Journals  "w^ere  not  to  be  wondered  at. 
His  Lordlhip  treated  the  other  precedents  as  of  little  avail; 
And  after  animadverting  on  the  precedent  ot  Lord  Johnftone 
(which  he  cited),  he  went  into  general  arguments  to  provo, 
that  till  the  eldeft  fons  of  Scotch  Peers  had  the  liberty  of  fit- 
ting in  Parliament  for  Scotch  counties  and  boroughs,  in  like 
manner  as  he  and  others,  the  eldeft  fons  of  Englilli  Peers  had 
«  right  to  fit  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  reprefentatives  of 
Englifh  counties  and  boroughs;  the  reciprocity  of  advantages 
ftated  in  the  a(Sl  of  Union,  was  not  fulfilled.  He  hoped,  at 
leaft,  that  the  Houfe  would  not^  on  a  fuddcn,  deprive  the 
noble  Lord  of  his  feat,  but  would  fuffer  him  to  continue  to 
fit  a  little  longer  anK>ng  them,  and  at  the  next  general  elec- 
tion, the  qu^ftion  Which  he  contended  had  never  hern  truly 
ttled,  might  come  fairly  to  trial  before  Mr.  Grenville's  Com- 
jpditt^se*  Vifcount  Beauchamp  concluded  with  moving,  "That 
"  the  confideration  of  the  motion  be  adjourned  till  that  day 
**  fe*nnight.'^  ' 

Sir  yames  John/fone  defired  to  be  heard  a  few  words.  The  sir  jam 
Aoble  Lord  had  faid  that  his  anceftors  were  Tories,  whereas  JoJ^nfto 
the  veiy  reverfe  was  the  cafe.  They  were  all  of  them  noto- 
rious Whigs.  -  Lord  Johnftone  was  a  whig,  and  fo  were  his 
fucc^flbrs.  The  noble  Lord  had  talked  of  three  precedents, 
but  there  were  fix,  which  he  enumerated ;  and  th?  noble 
Lotxl  had  argued  againft  them.  What  fignified  an  argument 
||(ainft  the  law  of  the  land  ?  If  the  noble  Lord  wiftied  to  alter 
, .  Vol.  XXII.  $^  the 
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thclaw,  let  him  bring  in  a  bill  and  do  it  by  a£l  of  Parliament, 
Sir  James  ftated,  that,  previous  to  the  Union,  it  had  been  the 
Jaw  of  the  Parliament  of  Scotland,  that  the  eldeft  fons  of  the 
Peers  of  Scotland  fhould  not  fit  in  that  Parliament ;  and  the 
reafon  was  obvious,  the  Scotch  Peers  had  too  much  power  al- 
ready, and  that  would  have  given  them  a  great  deal  moK, 
At  that  time  it  was  not  unufual,  when  a  great  Lord  wanted 
to  colledl  a  powerful  body  of  vaflals  to  atchieve'  any  defign, 
to  fend  out  a  lighted  torch,  and  if  any  man  refufed  to  take 
and  bear  it,  to  hang  him  up.  It  was  highly  neceflary,  there- 
fore, to  curb  the  growing  power  of  the  Peerage.  Sir  James 
faid,  that  he  might  at  one  time  or  other  be  «  Peer  of  Scot- 
land himfelf;  the  cafe  was  not  impoffible,  and,  then,  moft 
probably,  he  fhould  be  an  advocate  for  the  rights  of  the 
Peerage;  but,  as  long  as  he  had  a  feat  in  that  Houfe,  he 
fhould  think  it  his  duty  to  fland  up  in  behalf  of  the  Com- 
mons of  Great  Britain. 
V!r#Diinda«  Mr.  Dundas  contended,  that  the  motion  flood  upon  broad 
conflitutional  grounds,  and  that  the  precedent  of  1708  was 
unanfwerable.  He  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  the  cafe  of 
Lord  Haddo,  the  proceedings  thereupon,  and  the  clear  diflinft 
refolutions  to  which  the  Houfe  then  came,  all  occurred  with- 
in a  year  of  the  fettlement  of  the  Union  of  the  two  kiiig- 
doms,  at  a  time  whilft  the  true  intention  of  the  parties  who  . 
negociated  it  was  within  the  recolledlion  of  every  body,  vA 
confequently,  tliat  the  refolution  was  to  be  confidered  as  the 
rule  of  conduft  laid  down  by  the  Houfe,  upon  the  moft  un- 
queltioiiable  principles  The  noble  Vifcount  had  talked  of 
the  Tories,  and  of  Lord  Haddo's  being  a  Tory,  when  the  fa& 
was  notorioufly  otherwife.  Was  the  Earl  of  Sunderland  a 
Tory  ?'  Was  the  Earl  of  Aberdofen  a  Tory  ?  And  all  the  great 
men  of  Scotland  of  that  day  r  Moll  certainly  not.  The  fe& 
was,  they  formed  a  grand  combination,  to  bring  the  queftion 
to  a  decifion,  and  it  was  then  fully  decided.  With  regard 
to  what  the  noble  Vifcount  had  faid,  of  fuffering  the  nobb 
Lord  oppofite  to  him  to  continue  to  fit  till  the  geifieral  elec- 
tion, in  order  that  the  quellion  might  be  then  tried  before 
Mr.  (Trehville^s  Committee,  the  noble  Vifcount  need  not 
wait  till  then.  Let  Lord  Elcho  but  go  and  offer  himfelf  fof 
Lauder  as  foon  as  the  writ  was  ordered,  and  if  he  was  return- 
ed, (and  as  he  had  good  interefl,  in  all  probability  he  W9kld 
be  returned,)  he  might  then  try  the  quellion  before  the  Com- 
mittee early  in  the  courfe  of  the  enfuing  feffion;  for,  un- 
doubtedly, he  would  find  a  competitor.  Mr.  Dundas  faid, 
that  the  exaft  reciprocity  of  advantages^  rights,  and  immu- 
nities, flatcd  in  the  adl  of  Union,  as  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Vifcount,  did  exiil,  as  was  evident  from  a  noble  friend  of  his 
(Vifcount  Maitland)  having,  by  his  own  merit,  obtained  ,1 

feat 
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feat  in  that  Houfe  for  an  Englifh  borough ;  and  he  had  no 
doubty  if  the  other  noble  Vifcount(Beauchamp)  chofe  to  go 
ta  Scotland^  and  fpend  a  little  money  there,  he  might  be  re- 
turned for  a  Scotch  townfhip  or  county.  Mr,  Dundas  con- 
cluded with  declaring,  that  he  was  clear  that  xhe  noble  Lord 
was  at  that  time  guilty  of  a  breach  of  privilege  in  fitting 
•where  he  did. 

Lord  JE/rA^  contended,  there  was  no  precedent  for  difpof-  LordEic 
fefling  the  fon  of  a  Scotch  Peer  of  his  feat,  when  he  had  been 
legally  ele<5led,  and  his  title  had  devolved  to  him  pending 
the  feffion  of  a  Parliament. 

Vifcount  Maitland  complained  of  the  injuftice  of  entailing  Vifcount 

«poi>  the  ions  of  Scotch  Peers  a  dttalMliry  under  which  they  ^^^'^'^'''^ 

aijccidentally  laboured,  with  regard  to  their  own  parliament  at 

the  time  or  the  union,  and  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  there 

kid  been  a  period,  when  the  fons  of  Englifh  Peers,  were,  in 

like  manner,  difabled  from  fitting  in  that  Houfe,    He  obferv- 

ed,  that  in  qrder  to  juflify  fuch  a  gro fs  partiality,  gentlemen 

were  obliged  to  refort  for  precedents  totraafa(ftions  which  had 

occurred  previous  to  the  a£k  of  union.     He  denied  that  the  re* 

ciproctty  of  advantages  ftated  in  the.a£l  of  union  had  any  ex* 

iftence,  while  theeldefl  fons  of  Scotch  Peers  could  not  fit  for 

Scotch  Borou&;hs  and  Counties,  in  like  manner  as  the  eldefl 

ions  of  Engliin  Peers  fat  for  Englifh  Boroughs  and  Counties, 

ftnd  declared  that  he  would,  next  feflion,  bring  in  a  bill,  to  put 

both  on  an  equality. 

Mr.  Anftruther  defired  that  the  noble  Vicount  would  con-  Mr.An|lr 
fider  what  he  was  about  to  do,  and  contended  that  it  behoved  ^^"' 
the  reprefeotatives  of  the  boroughs  and  counties  of  Scotland, 
smd  aifo  the  reprefentatives  of  the  boroughs  and  counties  of 
England,  to  refleft  very  feriou fly  before  they  gave  their  con- 
tent to  any  bill,  the  obje&  of  which  was  to  alter  the  a£l  of 
uniQn. 

Sir  Adam  Ftrgufon  afTerted,  that  the  noble  Vicount's  ob-  Sir  Adim 
je6lion  was  not  folid,  when  he  had  faid,  that  there  was  no  pre-  Fnguioa 
cedent  of  a  Scotch  Peer's  eldefl  fon  being  obliged  to  vacate  his 
feat,  when  his  title  had  devolved  upon  him  during  a  feflion 
of  parliament,  of  which  parliament  he   had   been    legally 
chofen  ameihber.    Sir  Adam  mentioned  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie, whofe  father  was  created  Vifcount  Beltarbat,  in  con- 
lequence  of  which  he,  of  courfe,  vacated  his  feat,  as  a  cafe 
10  point. 
Sir  John  Sinclair's  motion  was  carried^ 
Tbe  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfday^  24th  May. 

Mr.Borkereported  the  eighth  article  of  impeachment  againft 
Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  late  governor  general  of  Benga^.  The 
I  was  ordered  to  be  engrofled. 

3  E  a  Mt 
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Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  taking    I 
His  Majefty's  meffage  into  confideration,— whereupon  the 
Speaker  read  the  meflage  from  the  chair;  after  which 
^r.  Chan-       Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  rofe,  and  obferved/  that  nothing  coulj 
rcUor  Put>  more  fqlly  prove  His  Majefty's  true  afFedtion  for  his  fubjefls^ 
than  the  regret  which  he  at  all  times  felt,  when  obliged  to 
make  any  application  to  Parliament  which  could  tend  to  the 
impofition  of  new  burdens  upon  the  People,  But,  at  the  fame 
time,  he  was  himfelf  pcrfuaded   that  there  was  no  burden 
•which  that  Houfe  and  the  Public  would  fo  cheerfully  acr 
quiefce  in,  as  one  which  tended  to  promote  the  comfort  and 
intereft  of  any  part  of  the  Royal  Fam'ly,  particularly  fo  dif? 
tinguiflied  a  branch  of  it  as  the  Prince  who  was  the  objefi  of 
the  prefent  application. — He  was  convinced  that  every  gen- 
tleman would  rejoice,  with  him  that  the  bufinefs  came  forward 
in  its  prefent  fliap6  and  channel,  inftead   of  any. other,  M 
there  could  be  none  fo  correfpondent  to  the  conflitution,  fo 
refpedtful  to  the  iliuftrious  Family  who  were  concerned,  nor 
fo  confonant  to  the  interefts  and  real  dignity  of  the  Prince 
himfelf — His  Majefty,    while    he   thus  complied   with  tbe 
wifhes  of  his  Royal  Highnefs,  had  not  been  unmindful  of  the 
eafe  and  interefts  of  his  People;  and  the  Prince  bad  confented 
to  fuch  a  fyftem  of  payment  a«  fliould  fecure  his  expeoces 
not  exceeding  his  income,     His  Majefty  had  taken:  fuch  nnea- 
jfu res  as  would  prevent  the  poffibility  of  any  future  application 
to  Parliament  on  this  fubjeft,  by  a  permanent  addition  to  the 
Prince's  eftablifhment,  without  requrring  to  Parliament  foi; 
the  money,  and  by  paying  it  oqt  of  his  own  civil  lift.    "With 
regard  to  what  was  paft  (which  certainly  was  not  fo  material 
2X1  objeft  as  that  which  was  to  come) — but  with  regard  to  that, 
His  Majeliy  had  done  all  which  lay  in  his  power  for  the  ia- 
tisfadlion  of  the  Houfe,  in  fubmitting  to  their  infpedion  A 
ftateof  the  Prince's  affairs,  from  which  they  might  judge  of 
the  neceffity  there  was  for  this  relief.     Mr.  Pitt  added,  that 
he  imagined  that  gentlemen  would  not  think  of  inflituting 
any  very  ftri(St  fprutiny  into  the  (late  and  nature  of  that  ac- 
count, not  only  out  of  perfonal  refpeft  to  the  exalted  cha- 
yadler  whom  it  concerned,  but  becaufe  it  was  a  circumftance 
which  never  could  occur  again,  fo  long  as  His  Royal  High- 
nefs continued  in  his  prelent  fituation.    He  fhonld,  thereforei 
move  an  addrefs  to  His  Majeliy,  in  anfwer  to  the  meflage 
which  h^d  been  read,  in  which  the  Houfe  fhould  undertake 
to  conaply  with  the  requeft  of  His  Majeliy — and  which  mo- 
tion he  hoped  and  believed  would  meet  with  not  on^  diflent- 
ing  voice,  as  he  was  convinced  that  no  real  well-founded  ob- 
je^ion  could  he  made  againft  thus  gratifying,  in  a  poiQt,fo 
jpflential  to  his  feelings,  a  Monarch,  who,  while  his  afiedion^ 
as  a  father*  inclined  him  to  extend  his  indulgence  to  his  fbn, 
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had  not  been  untnindful  of  the  higher  and  more  important 
duties  of  his  public  charaAer,  as  the  common  Father  of  his 
People.    He  then  moved  the  following  addrefs  : 

"  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  af- 
**  furing  His  Majefty  how  fenfibly  this  Houfe,  at  all  times, 
'*  feds  the  gracious  proofs  of  His  Majefty's  conftant  atten- 
"  tion  to  the  interefts  of  his  people;  particularly  in  the  di- 
^  reSions  which  His  Majefty  has  given,  for  making  an  ad- 
*^  ditional  allowance  to  His  Ro^al  Highnefs  the  Prince  of 
*'  Walesy  out  of  His  Majefty's  civil  lift,  in  order  to  remove 
^*  every  poffible  doubt  of  the  fufficiency  of  His  Royal  High- 
"  nefs'  intention  to'  fupport  amply  the  dignity  of  his  fitua- 
**  tion,  without  occafioning  any  increafe  to  the  annual  ex- 
^^  pence  of  the  Public. 

"  That  it  is  with  the  greateft  fatisfaflion,  this  Houfe 
^*  learns,  that  His  Royal  Highnefs  has  given  His  Majefty  the 
'*,fuUeft  afluran^es  ot  His  Royal  Highnefs'  firm  determina- 
^*  tion  to  confine  his  future  expences  within  his  income,  and 
"  has  fettled  fuch  regulations  as  His  Majefty  trufts  will  ef- 
^  fe£luaUy  fecure  the  due  execution  of  His  Royal  Highnefs* 
**  intention. 

"  That  His  Majefty  may  depend  on  the  zeal  and  aiFefti- 
**  onate  attachment  of  his  faithful  Commons,  to  afford  His 
f<  Majefty  the  afliftance  he  defires  for  thedifcharge  of  His 
?*  Royal  Highnefs'  debts,  and  that  in  full  reliance  on  the  af- 
f«  furances  which  His  Majefty  has  received,  this  Houfe 
*•  humbly  defires  that  His  Majefty  will  be  gracioufly  pleafcd 
^*  to  diredk  the  fum  of  one  hundred  and  fixty-one  thoufand 
**  pounds  to  be  ifTued  out  of  His  Majefty's  civil  lift  for  that 
"  purpofe,  and  the  fum  of  twenty  thoufand  pounds  on  ac- 
^  count  of  the  works  at  Carleton  houfe,  as  foon  as  an  efti- 
«*  mate  fhall  be  formed  with  fufficient  accuracy  of  the  whole 
^  expence  for  completing  the  fame  in  a  proper  manner,  and 
f«  to  afiure  His  Majefty  that  his  faithful  Commons  will  make 
f<  good  the  fame." 

Refolved  netnine  contradicente. 

Ordered,  that  the  faid  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty 
by  fuch  members  of  this  Houfe  as  are  of  His  ^lajelly's  raoft 
lionourable  Privy  Council. 

Monday^  2  8/ A  May. 

A  motion  being  made,  "  that  the  engrofled  articles  of 
**  impeachment  againft  Warren  Haftings,  No.  8,  9,  10,  11, 
^*  12,  13,  14,  15,  16,  17,  18,  19,  20,  be  carried  to  the  bar 
<«  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords  by  Mr.  Burke," 

Major  Scott  faid,   I  hope,    Mr.  Speaker,   the  Houfe  will  Major 
Jiaye  the  indulgence  to  hear  me  for  a  few  minutes  upon  the 

fubjeit 
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fubje£l:  now  under  confideration.     Laft  ye:jr  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  brought  before  this  Houfe 
a  number  of  charges  or  articles  againft  Mr.  Haftings;  one 
of  this  number  was  entitled,  ^*  Mifdemeanors  in  Oudc;'  in 
this  feflion  feveral  days  were  appointed  for  taking  tlie  article 
into  confideration,  and  upon  one  pretence  or  other  the  day 
Tva^  put  ofF;  but  about  ten  days  ago  it  w^s  the  fiibjeA  of 
debate — I  oppofed  the  charge  in  the  Committee  ^f  thewliole 
Houfe^  as  very  nonfenfical,    and  containing  matter  highly 
meritorious,  inftead  of  being  criminal :    it  was,  however, 
determined  that  the  charge  entitled  ^^Mifdemeanors  inOude* 
contained  impeachable  matter,  and   it  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  appointed  to  draw  up  the  articles  of  impctch- 
ment,  in  order  that  they  might  from  that  charge  forni  an 
article.     On  Friday  laft  thefe  articles  were  brought  up^  for 
ihftead  of  being  one  article,  they  are  twelve;  1  faw  thcuj, 
and  they  took  me  an  hour  and  a  half  to  read,  even  in  acwr^ 
fory  manner  ;  but  I  am  fure  no  other  member  of  this  Houfc 
faw  them  on  that  day.     They  were  read  and  ordered  to  be 
printed,  when  the  Houfe  was  on  the  point  of  rifing  on  Fri- 
day, and  when  no  gentleman  feemed  difpofed  to  liJlen  to  a 
word  upon  the  fubjeft  of  them  ;  I  came  down  to  this  Houfe 
on  Saturday  for  a  <?opy  of  the  articles,  but  it  was  neceffary 
^o  keep  them  here  until  the  engrofled  articles  were  examin-     j 
id;  fo  that  in  faft  they  did  not  go  to  thfe  prefs  until  Satur-     I 
day  noon,  and  this  day  at  one  o'clock  fuch  members  as  hap- 
pened accidentally  to  be  down  at  fo  early  an  hour,  had  an  op- 
portunity of  getting  them.     The  cafe  therefore  is  this,  that 
the  Commons  of  Great  Britain  are  at  this  inftant  about  to 
proceed  to  the  moft  folemn  aft  they  can  execute,  without' 
knowing  one  word  about  the  matter;  for  I  will  venture  to 
allert  that  not  ten  members  of  this  Houfe  have  read  the  ar- 
ticles, and  I  firmly  believe  that  no  member  in  or  out  of  the 
Houfe  has  read  thefe  articles,  except  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  and  myfelf,  and  I  have  only  had  an 
opportunity  of  reading  them  over  curforily.     If  it  is  decent, 
aad  proper  that  the  Commons  of  England,  after  voting  an 
impeachment,  fhould  be  perfedlly  indifferent  as  to  what  ar- 
ticles are  to  be  fent  up,  I  have  no  more  to  fay;  but  if  it  it 
of  importance  that  we  fliould  know  what  it  is  we  fend  to 
the  Lords,  I  hope  gentlemen  will  read  the  articles  which  I 
hold  in  my  hand ;  if  they  do,  I  am  fure  they  will  not  dig- 
nify fuch  nonfenfe  fo  far  as  to  fay  at  the  bar  of  the  Houie 
of  Lords,  that  the  knights,  citizens,  and  burgefles,  in  behalf 
of  themfelves  and  the  Commons  of  England,  prefent  fuch 
trafh  as  articles  of  impeachment;  but  in  every  point  of  Yiew 
the  proceeding  is  abfurd  and  ridiculous.     I  have  b^n  toldy 
thai  I  ought  to  have  made  my  oppofition  on  Friday,  and 

that 
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that  in  faft  the  articles  were  then-paffed,  and  the  prefent 
gacftioR  is  onljr  who  fhail  carry  them  up:  if  that  is  indeed 
the  queftipn,  1  am  indifferent  about  it.  But  what  in  the 
name  of  God  then  did  we  mean  by  ordering  thefe  articles  to 
X  printed  ?  If  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain  palfed  thefe 
irticles.  on  Friday  without  one  man  reading  them,  why  are 
icy  printed  now,  that  we  may  difcover  the  abfurdity  of 
ifaem,  when  we  cannot  apply  a  remedy  to  them  ?  I  have 
Jonc  my  duty,  Mr.  Speaker ;  I  think  the  whole  bufinefs  is 
Siigraceful  and  difhonourable  to  the  Houfe,  and  have  expo- 
fed  it;  I  am  againft  thefe  articles  at  the  only  moment  in 
which  I  had  a  chance  of  being  heard;  but  if  the  articles 
are  really  paffedj  1  lay  the  Houfe  has  been  betrayed  into 
.the  phfling  of  articles  which,  1  believe  in  my  confcience,  no 
member  has  read  but  myfelf,  and  I  have  only  read  them 
curforily;  but  I  am  fure  there  are  not  ten  members  who 
luve,  or  indeed  could  hnve  read  a  line  of  them  ;  yet,  in  d«-- 
£ance  of  truth  and  common  fcnfc,  we  pais  them  with  K-ls 
fi>rm  than  we  would  a  turnpike  hill,  and  we  folemnly  fay  at 
the  bar  of  the  .Houfe  of  Lords,  that  they  are  articles  of 
impeachment  againft  Warren  Halliiigs,  Efq.  by  the  knights, 
(citizens,  and  burgeftes  in  Parliament  ailembled:  if  this 
Houfe  think  fuch  a  proceeding  confident  with  its  dignity, 
let  it  pafs  in  the  name  of  God,  1  will  not  divide  the  Houlr 
■pen  it. 

The  motion  being  agreed  to,  Mr.  Burke  was  ordertd  tu 
go  to  the  bar  of  ihc  Houle  of  Lords  and  prefent  the  ar- 
ticles *• 

The  order  of  the  day  for  taking  into  farther  confuler.ition 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  abulcs- 
which  prevailed  in  the  Port  Oflice,  havmg  been  read, 

Mn  C?rry  rofe  and  remarked,  that  after  what  had  paffed,  Mr.Chr, 
it  would  be  unneccflary  for  him  to  trefpafs  long  on  the  pa- 
tience of  the  Houfe;  and  therefore  he  would  lliortly  touch 
upon  *the  feveral  h&s  ilatcd  in  liic  Report,  in  order  to  Ihcw 
that  every  abufe  to  which  he  before  adverted,  hid  been  lo 
fully,  fubftantiated  by  evidence,  that  no  man  would  venture 
to  call  any  one  of  them  in  (jueJlion.  lie  ihould  not  won 
der  if  the  charges  he  had  made,  althouj^h  fully  eilabli'iV.trd  hv 
proof,  were  to  appear  light  and  trivial  in  the  eyes  of  th-; 
Houfe,  or  at  leail  be  fo  llated  by  ihofe  who  might  think 
proper  to  oppofe  the  motion  ho  ilunild  have  the  honour  to 
make.  All  charges  muft  indeed  Ik-m  trivial,  whe;i  com- 
pared  with  thofe  enormous  and  flagitious  chaiges,  in  tiie  in- 
veftigation  of  which  the  Houfe  had  been  fo  long  and  fo  fo- 

•  The  reader  who  would  wilh  to  fee  thefe  articles  at  full  length, 
irill  piea(t:  lo  coniu-h  thpm  ii>  the  public^ion  by  Mr.  Debrett 
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lemnly  engaged-;  but  though  he  did  not  bring  forward 
charges  of  unequalled  opprefCon,  rapacity,  and  corruption, 
of  the  moft  unprecedented  plunder  of  lacks  and  crores  with 
the  one  hand,  and  the  moft  unexampled  and  lavifh  wafte  of  j| 
them  with  the  other,  yet  the  charges  vhe  urged  were  not  ia 
'  themfelves  of  an  infignificant  nature ;  they  pointed  direflly 

to  grofs  malverfation  in  office,  to  illegal  bargain  and  fale  of 
public  fituations,  to  connivance  at  fraudulent  abufe,  to  the 
difmiflion  and  difgrace  of  thofe  who  had  fliewed  themfelves 
anxious  for  reform,  and  to  countenance  and  protection  ex- 
tended in  favour  of  thofe  who  had  oppoled  reform.  Mr. 
Grey  now  proceeded  to  defcribe  the  different  fails  in  the 
order  in  which  tliey  are  noticed  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  firtt  he  defired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe 
to  the  fum  of  S^ol.  annually  puid  by  Mr.  Lees,  fecretary 
of  the  Poft  Office  in  Ireland,  to  a  perfon  no  otherwiie 
known  than  by  the  letters  A.  B.  although  it  appeared  that 
the  perfon  fo  mentioned  was  Mr.  Treves.  He  commented 
upon  this  facSl  as  the  moft  important  of  any  ftated  in  the 
Report,  and  contended  that  it  was  not  only  an  indireft  and 
undue  application  of  the  public  money,  but  contrary  to  law, 
and  as  fuch  highly  deferving  of  cenfure:  he  expatiated  on 
the  evil  tendency  of  fuch  an  illicit  contraft,  and  maintain- 
ed, that  it  was  clearly  wrong  in  the  conception  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Carteret)  himfelf,  from  the  fecret  and  concealed  man- 
ner in  which  the  tranfa6lion  had  been  veiled  from  the  public 
eye,  and  from  the  great  concern  /hewn  by  the  noble  Lord 
upon  its  having  been  difcovered  in  the  narrative  of  Mr.  Led 
that  Mr.  Treves  was  the  perfon  who  was  defcribed  by  the 
letters  A.  B.  He  mentioned  alfo  Mr.  Todd's  declaration  be- 
fore the  Committee,  that  fuch  a  tranfaftion  was  unprece- 
dented, and  that  he  had  exprefTed  his  difapprobation  of  it 
to  the  Poft-maftcrs  General  at  the  time  when  it  took  place, 
and  laid  confiderable  ftrcfs  upon  that  circumftance. 

He  next  proceeded  to  the  fecond  point  ftated  in  the  Re* 
port ;  that  of  a  payment  of  2C0 1.  a  year,  which  had  been 
exafled  from  Mr.  Dafliv/ood,  appointed  to  the  office  of  Poll' 
mafter  General  in  Jamaica:  this  alfo  was  in  favour  of  Mr* 
Treves,  who  had  ne^'er  performed  any  public  fervice  in  the! 
Poft  OSce,  or  in  any  other  public  department,  tO  entitle 
him  to  fvich  reward.  That  fadl  being  of  a  fnnilar  charafief 
and  compIed>ion  with  the  firft,  (Mr.  Grey  faid)  it  fell  withii! 
the  fame  obfervations  which  hci  had  applied  to  the  former; 
and  it  was  unneceffary  therefore  for  him  to  offer  any  addi- 
tional rem.arks.  The  next  faft  was  that  of  permitting  Crifp 
Molyneux,  Kfq.  agent  to  the  packets  at  Heltoetfluys,  to 
difpofe  of  his  office  to  Mr.  Hutchinfon,  againft  whom 
complaints  had  been  made  for  improper  condu<5t  in  his  of* 

fice. 
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6.    On  this  occafion  Mr.  Grey  ftated^  that  it  appeared 

the  Committee  that  a  letter  had  been  written  in  the 

mth  of  Januanr  laft,  informing  Mr.  Hutchisiibn,  that  if 

did  not  perform  his  engagements  to  Mr.  Moiyneuxy 
r«  Molyneux  muft  have  his  place  again.  The  whole  of 
s  tran(a£lion,  he  contended,  was  diredly  illegal  and  un- 
lifiable ;  and  the  more  fo,  as  neither  that  nor  the  former 
jifiidion  w:^re  entered  on  the  books  of  the  office.  He  af- 
wards  mentioned  the  100 1,  a  year  propofed  by  Lord  Car^ 
et  to  be  paid  in  lieu  of  his  houfe  to  Mr.  Suunton,  Poft-* 
ifler  at  Iffleworth,  declaring  that  a  noble  Earl  (of  Tan- 
rville)  had  refilled  the  proportion,  but  that  after  his  re^ 
>val  from  office  the  allowance  had  been  made.  He  next 
led  their  attention  to  the  fa£l  of  the  Earl  of  Tanker- 
le's  having  made  frequent  reprefentations  to  His  Majef-: 
's  firfl  Lord  of  the  Treafury,  refpeftirxg  the  abufes  which 

bad  difcovered  in  the  Poft  Office,  and  that  he  was  en- 
iiraged  in  the  belief,  that  he  fhould  certainly  have  recei- 
1  the  fuppoit  and  affiftance  of  Government  in  redrefling 
5  fame,  but  that  he  was,  foon  after  fuch  encouragement^ 
Doved  from  his  office  of  Pofl-mafler  General.  Mr.  Grey 
atended,  that  the  fa£l  amounted  to  a  criminal  charre 
ainft  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
xbequer)  ;  he  mentioned  that  an  attempt  had  been  madie 
criminate  the  noble  Earl  (of  Tankerville)  before  the  Com- 
ttee,  but  that  it  was  no  fooner  gone  into  than  it  had  been 
aiidoned  as  altogether  untenable.  He  entered  into  a  dif- 
ffion  of  the  caufe  and  origin  of  the  mifunderflanding  be- 
«en  Lord  Carteret  and  the  Earl  of  Tankerville,  and  de- 
sd  that  it  arofe  from  any  other  circumllance  than  the 
pofition  which  Lord  Carteret  gave  to  the  reform  of  abufes 
ipofed  by  his  noble  relation.  He  took  notice  of  the  va- 
ms  abufes  proved  to  exlft  in  the  management  of  the  packet 
atSy  particularly  that  no  deduction  had  been  made  from 
5  Ure  of  any  packet  boat  whilft  under  repair,  feizure  for 
[Vg^ixkgy  or  when  unemployed.  He  alfo  ftated  the  giving 
rwo  and  a  half  per  centage  upon  the  grofs  expenditure  to 
5  perfon  having  the  management  of  the  packet  boats,  as 
8  jneaas  of  creating  an  undue  influence  upon  his  integrity  ; 
t  at  the  fame  time  he  acquitted  Mr.  Todd,  who  at  pre- 
it  enjoyed  that  emolument,  of  ever  having  been  biafled 
it*  He  faid)  there  had  appeared  2^  tolerably  flout  and 
d  ready  witnefs  before  the  Committee,  who  ventured  to 
slaiTy  that  he  was  of  opinion  making  contrafls  in  the 
sfent  manner  without  any  referve  for  non-employment, 
:•  &c.  was  the  mpft  oeconomical  that  could  be  adopted* 
3W  far  fuch  an  opinion  deferved  ferious  reliance,  he  fub- 
itted  it  to  the  good  fenfe  of  the  Hgufe  to  decide. 
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Mr.  Grey  now  entered  into  a  feries  of  general  refledioni 
on  the  whole  of  the  cafe,  which  (he  faid)  in  bis  mind  in* 
volved  a  feverer  charge  againft  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man oppofite  to  him,  who,  by  turning  out  the  noble  Eari 
(of  TanJkerville)  after  having  given  him  reafon  to  beliere 
be  (hould  be  fupported  in  the  reform  of  the  abufes  he  had 
difcpvered,  proved,  that  notwithftanding  all  his  profeffioni 
of  purity  and  reform,  he  was  by  no  means  a  Cncere  frictad 
to  either  the  one  or  the  other.  1  he  right  honourable  gen* 
tieman,  when  the  fubje£l  was  laft  under  confideration,  hM 
read  them  the  preamble  to  his  own  office  reform  bill*  A 
wifhed  not  (he  obferved)  for  high-founding  expreffionni  k 
the  preamble  of  a  bill  which,  fflendide  nundax!  held  out  die 
language  of  empty  praife;  he  wifhed  to  fee  performanciy 
deeds,  and  not  mere  words;  that  bill  had  been  pafled  abonre 
two  years,  and  the  Houfe  had  heard  of.  no  report*  Tke 
Commiffioners  of  accounts*,  on  the  contrary,  who  had  been 
fo  ill  treated  as  to  have  a  fecretary  of  the  Treafnry  ftnt 
down  to  a  thin  Houfe,  to  move  a  cold  addrefs  to  His  Ma-  « 
jefty  refpeding  them,  when  fcarcely  any  of  the  menBen  j 
pnefent  knew  what  was  doing ;  thofe  Commiffioners  had  1 
been  appointed  in  Spring;  and  in  November  they  brought  in 
their  firfl  report,  and  oy  the  time ,  they  had  exifled  two 
years,  they  had  prefented  feven  reports ;  if,  therefore,  the 
Commif&oners  under  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  bill 
could  not  find  time  to  inquire  into  the  abufes  of  the  Ptfft 
0£5ce,  and  proceed  to  the  reform  of  thofe  abufes,  the  Om> 
miffioners  of  accounts  ought  to  have  been  dire£led  to  do  it; 
but  from  the  whole  comple£);ion  of  the  cafe  it  was  evident^ 
that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  not  been  finoefe^ 
when  he  had  either  in  that  inilance,  or  any  other,  dealt  ft 
largely  in  profeifions  of  his  wifhes  of  reform ;  if  he  had| 
that  Houfe  mufl  before  that  time  have  f^en  fome  fruits  of 
fo  much  promife;  whereas  there  were  not  any  traces  to  be 
found  of  real  reform  of  o£Ece«  Speaking  of  the  difbiiflioB 
of  the  Earl  of  Tanker ville,  Mr.  Grey  faid,  his  noble  rela- 
tion had  been  facrificed  for  the  fake  of  arrangements  infr- 
veur  of  a  noble  Lord  who  had  feated  the  right  honoarabie 
gentleman  in  his  prefent  fituation,  and  who  could  difmiii 
him  from  his  o£Sc6  with  a  nod.  The  noble  Earl  had  been 
facrificed  in  favour  of  that  noble  Lord,  who  had  bem  well 
defcribed  by  an  honourable  friend  of  his  as  of  fo  much  weight 
and  importance,  that  the  whole  adminiflration  had  been  pot 
in  the  fcale  againfl  him  and  found  wanting.  Mr.  Giey  con- 
cluded with  obferving  once  more,  that  all  the  fads  which  he 
had  opened  to  the  Houfe  had  been  fully  proved,  and  there- 
fore he  moved,  /^  . 

^  TKat  it  appears  to  tt^%  Hqu&  th^t  great  abufes  have 
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*  prevailed  in  the  Foil  Office^  and  that  the  fame  being 
"  made  known  to  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  it  is  their  duty, 
^  without  lofs  of  time,  to  make  ufe  of  fuch  meafures  as  are 
^  in  their  power  to  reform  them.'' 

-Sir  Jcbn  Aubrey  complimented  the  Earl  of  Tankerville  sifJ« 
Cht  the  part  he  had  a£led  m  bringing  forward  fuch  an  inquiry*  ^ 
lie  faidy  that  the  abufes  fiated  had  been  all  proved,  and  that 
had  not  the  noble  Earl  a£ked  as  he  did,  he  would  himfelf 
luve  been  an  offender.  Sir  John  concluded  his  panegyric 
HVth  declaring  that  he  was  proud  of  the  opportunity  of  doing 
jnftice  to  the  charaAer  of  a  noble  Earl,  fo  nearly  conneAed 
with  him  by  alliance  and  by  friendihip. 

Vifcount  Maitland  faid,  that  he  muft  neceflarily  intrude  Virconr 
fomewhat  longer  than  ufual  on  the  patience  of  the  Houfe ;  ^^^ 
bat  he  would  compre(s  what  he  had  to  fay  as  much  as  pof* 
fijUe.    He  then  declared  the  Report  to  contain  fads  of  the 
SMift  fiale,  trivial,  and  unimportant  nature,  that  had  ever 
engaged  the  attention  of  a  Houfe, of  Parliament.    The  on* 
ly  dmereace  between  the  prefent  compledlion  of  thofe  fadls 
and  Its  former  afpe£l,  was  that  which  had  been  in  almoft 
every  body'^s  hand  without  doors,  as  a  narrative  of  fids,  was 
now  dignified  with  the  form  and  title  of  a  Report  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons.     The  firft  circumftance  was  a  grant  o£ 
|KoL  a  year  to  Mr,  Treves,  an   intimate  friend  of  Lord 
Cartfret,  which  was  no  charge  w|iatever  to  the  Public,  nor 
any  impediment  to  the  public  bufinefs,  but  was,  with  the 
confent  of  the  party  moft  interefted,  paid  out  of  the  exifting 
emoluments  of  the  office  of  Secretary  of  the  Foil  Office  ii^ 
Dublin.     That  fuch  a  meafure  was  not  ftridly  juftiiiable  he 
was  ready  to  admit,  but  it  was  by  no  means  unprecedented; 
jtndy  compared  with  the  tranfadions  in  every  public  office  on- 
ly tien  years  ago,  it  was  purity  itfelf.     Nor  indeed  had  it 
been  even  infinuated  that  it  originated  in  any  thing  like  a 
corrupt  motive  in  Lord  Carteret.     His  honourable  friend  had 
laid  great  ftrefs  on  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Todd  refpedting  the 
tranla£tion.     That  opinion,  he  muft  take  kare  to  fay,  was 
of  no  authority  in  that  Houfe  upon  a  point  which  every  gen- 
tleman prefent  was  to  the  full  as  competent  to  judge  about 
as  Mr.  Todd.    The  next  tranfaftion  was  that  of  Mr.  Dafli- 
wood,  Poftmafterof  Jamaica,  which  was,  as  the  honourable 
gentleman  had  ftated  it,  exa^ly  fimilar  to  that  of  the  350 1, 
and  therefore  reauired  no  new  obfervations.    With  regard  to 
the  permiffion  01  Mr.  Molyneux  to  refign  the  agency  of  the 
Helvoetfluys  packet  boats  to  Mr.  Hutchinfon,  that  was  a 
tMifaAion  founded  in  a  charitable  intention  to  rtUeve  an 
unfortunate  man  from  prifon ;  and,  if  there  were  any  crimi- 
nality in^he  tranfa<Siion,  it  was  as  much  imputable  Xp  tbe 
Cad  of  XwkerviUt » to  Lord  Carteret^  fixice  &f  noble  £arl 
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hafl  taken  as  great  a  part  in  it  as  the  noble  Lord ;  but,  in  hit 
opinion,  there  was  no  criminality  imputable  to  either.  Vi& 
count  Maitlahd  Went  into  the  other  fa£ts  ftated  in  the  Re- 
port^ and  commented  upon  each  with  a  view  to  ihew  that  it 
was  either  not  perfonal  to  Lord  Carteret,  or  of  a  trivial  iuh 
ture.  With  refpeft  to  the  two  one-half  per  centage  allowed 
to  the  perfon  who  managed  the  packet  boats,  he  faid,  that 
appeared  to  him  to  be  the  moft  important  abufe  of  all  which 
were  ftated  in  the  Report,  and  Mr.  Todd  was  himfelf  as 
ready  to  admit  that  it  was  fo,  as  any  man  living,  though  he 
had  a£led  with  fo  much  guard  over  himfelf,  as  to  be  ready  to 
lay  open  aU  the  a£tions  of  his  official  life  to  the  ftrideft  fcni- 
tiny.  The  mifunderftanding  between  Lord  Carteret  and 
the  Earl  of  Tankerville  did  not  arife,  as  had  been  faid,  in 
confequence  of  the  former  oppofing  the  lattei's  endeavour  to 
reform  certain  abufes,  but  had  begun  much  earlier,  and  upon 
far  different  grounds.  Vifcount  Maitland  now  read  the  fbl« 
lowing  letters  from  Mr.  Todd  upon  the  fubjcft,  and  the  an* 
fwers,  in  which  the  Earl  declined  taking  the  advice  whidk 
Mr.  Todd  was  fo  ready  to  give  him  unaiked. 

General  FoflOJUef  Nav»  8,  1784. 

I  have  for  fome  days  expefled,  with  a  degree  of  anxiety. 
Lord  Carteret's  anfwer  to  your  Lordfliip*s  letter,  which  I 
have  now  the  honour  to  inclofe ;  and  his  Lordfhip  having 
thought  proper  to  accompany  it  with  a  few  lines  to  me,  as 
having  a  peifefi  knowledge  of  this  difagreeable  bufinefs  about 
Mr.  — — _—  from  the  nrft,  I  ihould  be  wanting,  at  fo  cri- 
tical a  moment,  in  my  duty  to  you  both,  and  not  at  all  cor- 
refponding  with  the  charader  I  hope  through  life  to  main*- 
tain,  if  I  hefitated  to  interpofe  and  freely  deliver  my  opi- 
nion to  your  Lordfliip,  that,  as  Lord  Carteret  profe£les  the 
moft  hearty  defire  to  live  in  harmony  and  confidence  with 
your  Lordinip ;  and  I  know  this  declaration  to  be  true,  but 

cannot,  bring  himfelf  to  fign  Mr. — 's  comm^fl[u>n9 

ais  he  has  been  juftly  difitiifieid  by  him  and  Lord  Foley  upon 
the  cleareft  proof  of  his  guilt;  :lnd  to  my  knowledge  tooy 
under  his  own  confeflion,  your  Lordfhip  muft  at  once  ap« 
point  lome  other  perfon,  which  will  end  the  whole  affair; 
and  nothing  is  eafier,  than  by  an  anfwer  of  two  lines,  to 
fay  your  Lordfhip  did  not  at  brft  fee  the  matter  in  foifardng 
a  light,  and  therefore  now  moft  readily  give  it  u^  as  in- 
deed you  knuft  both  wifh  and  ought  to  do  concerning  every, 
perfon  or  thing  which  might  not  be  agreeable  to  the  other. 

Your  Lordfhip  will  never  be  forry  for  this  fmall  condefceo- 
£on  towards  fo  well-difpofed  a  man,  as,  for  certain,  you  will 
experience  Lord  Carteret  to  be  upon  all  occaijons  ;  and  I  b^ 

yow 
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your  Lordflup  will  authorife  me  to  propofe  a  dajr  for  year 
meeting  at  the  Board  here,  and  to  accept  a  dinner*  I  praj 
your  LonUhip  to  allow  your  letter  of  reconciliation  to  pa» 
through  my  hands,  and  to  believe  me,  with  the  g^reateft  re- 
vpcBtm  ficc* 
TotheEarlof  TankervUle.  ANTH.  TODD. 

Brighton f  Nov.  lo,  l^tJ^m 

I  nnderftand  from  you,  that  ^<  I  muft  at  once  appoint 
^\  fome  other. perfon  which  will  end  the  whole  a£[air  ;^  and 
then  follows  the  form  of  the  letter  which  I  ought  to  write. 
But,  as  I  do  not  implicitly  adhere  to  all  the  good  advice  you 
are  fo  ready  to  give,  I  fhall  do  neither  one  nor  the  other  ; 
and  having  fiated  the  whole  affair  impartially  to  different 
people,  I  am  infinitely  more  confirmed  in  my  opinion  than 
I  was,  that  Lord  Carteret  has  taken  up  this  matter  with 
much  too  high  a  hand,  and  with  a  degree  of  unremitting  re- 
lentlefs  leverity,  which  the  circumftances  of  the  cafe  do  not 
jiaftify.  Yours,  &c.  T« 

Brighton,  Nov.  23,  1784.' 

I  have  not  as  .yet  wrote  to  Lord  Carteret,  having  been  a 
good  deal  engaged;  and  indeed  I  wifhed  to  be  more  recon- 
ciled to  the  negative  put  upon  my  nomination,  the  propriety 
irf  which  I  am  by  no  means  convinced  of.  However,  I 
do  not  find  that  I  cool  very  faff,  or  ihall  be  eafily  prevailed 
«a  to  believe  that  this  matter  has  not  been  taken  up  with 
much  too  high  a  hand,  which  ill  fuits  with  me.  I  really 
had  not  the  moft  diftant  idea  that  Lord  Carteret  would  have 
objeAed  to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Dafhwood,  or  I  fhould 
certainly  have  mentioned  it  to  him;  and  whatever  may  be 
the  refiilt  of  this  bufinefs,  I  have  given  a  tecent  and  very 
ftrong  proof  of  my  readinefs  to  concur  with  him,  much 
againn  my  opinion,  inclination,  and  duty ;  which  nothing 
but  the  moft  earneil  wifh  to  preferve  a  good  underftanding 
flionld  have  prevailed  upon  me  to  have  done,  as  you  well 
know  from  the  letter  I  immediately  wrote  you  on  that  fub- 
jeA.  You  may  communicate  as  much  as  you  pleafe  of 
this>  though  it  is  haftily  written. 

Yours,  &c.  T. 

My  Loud, 
At  much  as  I  refpe^l  and  defire  to  obey  your  Lordflilp, 
I  dare  not  impart,  or  even  to  intimate  the  purport  of  your 
letter  of  laft  Saturday  to  Lord  Carteret,  unlefs  I  receive 
your  IiOrdfliip*s  peremptory  commands  fo  to  do  by  return  of 
ipoft  ;  and  in  that  cafe>  though  very  relu&antly,  I  muff  obey 
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you,  for  I  do  think  your  ground  is  not  tenable ;  for  as  Lord 
Carteret  has  difmiiied  Mr.  Dafhwood  for  an  acknowledged 
fraud,  how  can  he  now  appoint  him  to  a  truft  under  hiinfdf; 
therefore,  my  Lord,  in  whatever  elfe  you  may  be  inclined- 
to  ftand  your  ground,  fufFer  me  to  perfuade  your  Lordihlp^ 
in  this  cafe,  to  write  a  letter  yourfelf,  faying,  without  par- 
ticulars perhaps,  that  you  decline  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
X>a(hwood,  which  will  make  all  matters  fmooth  until  you 
meet ;  and  indeed,  on  the  prefent  occafion,  I  do  not  urge 
the  holding  a  Board  until  that  is  adjuft^d ;  and  I  may  fay  it 
is  lucky  for  this  time  Lord  Carteret  does  not  come  till  to* 
wards  the  end  of  next  month,  in  his  way  to  Lord  Wcj- 
ilnouth.  Yours,  &c. 

To  Earl  Tankerville.  ANT  Hi  TODD. 

I  fhall  not  be  difpofed  to  talk  coolly  on  the  fubjeft  of  Mr. 

Dafhwood,  or  hear  any  thine  you  may  have  to  fay,  unfefi 

you  can  prove  him  guilty  of  fraud,  which  I  do  not  admit; 

but  now  tell  you  diftinftly,  that  I  believe  Lord  Carteret 

•  has  been  indebted  to  you  for  that  forced  conftru£lrion.        T» 

I  am  forry  to  fay  your  Lordfiiip  is  the  only  Poftmafter 
General  I  have  not  had  the  happinefs  to  ferve  unikr  with 
their  perfedl  approbation;  but  I  hope  on  Wednefday,  by  an 
open  and  fair  difcuffion,  to  have  it  underftood  for  the  fu- 
ture, that  whilft  I  adl  uprightly,  fair,  and  open,  I  may  be 
treated  with  confidence  and  regard,  and  not  with  harfli» 
nefs.     I  am,  &c. 

To  Earl  Tankerville.  ANT  H.  TODD. 

In  the  Earl's  letters,  Vifcount  Maitland  obferved  that  h» 
did  not  find  that  he  cooled  very  faft,  with  refped  to  the 
tranfa6tidn  alluded  to,  or  appeared  cautious  of  introducing 
exprefEons  indicative  of  warmth.  With  regard  to  the  dit 
miifion  of  the  Earl  of  Tankerville,  Vifcount  Maitland  At^ 
fended  the  meafnre,  and  took  notice  of  what  Mr.  Grey  bad 
faid  of  the  arrangements  in  favour  of  Lord  Hawk«{bary,  de- 
claring that  that  noble  Lord's  name  was  an  excellent  ingie- 
dient  in  a  recipe  to  render  any  thing  unpopular.  Upon  the 
whole,  he  faid  that  the  abufes  ftated  in  the  Report  were  not 
of  the  magnitude  to  call  for  the  invefligation  of  that  Honfi^ 
but  might  fairly  have  been  left  to  the  correftion  of  thofe  at 
the  head  of  the  oflBce,  or  for  the  examination  of  theX!om« 
inittee  a£ling  by  virtue  of  the  authority  given  them  bj/the 
right  honourable  gentleman's  office  reform  bill ;  which  Goo* 
mittee,  his  honourable  friend,  in  like  manner,  as  the  oohb 
Earl  (Tankerville)  had  all  along  done,  confounded  with  the 
commiflioners  of  accounts.    Yifcouut  Maitland  added,  that 

he 
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he  fhould  moYe  to  have  the  office  reform  bill  read,  and  that 
he  would  then  move  the  previous  queftion,  meaiyng  after- 
wards to  move  that  the  farther  conAderation  of  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  be  put  o£F  for  three  months.  He  moved 
to  have  the  aft  accordingly  read,  and  it  having  been  read  pr9 
fnrtnoy  he  moved  the  previous  queftion* 

Captain  Bowyer  rofe  to  confirm  the  aflertion  that  thePoft-  Captini 
office  packets  were  concerned  in  fmuggling.  He  fta'ted  fe-  *»°*y« 
Teraldiftin£l  fafts  to  prove  this,  and  particularhr  detailed  all 
the  circumftances  of  one  cafe,  in  which  the  veflel,  inftead  of 
being  fbld^  and  half  the  money  paid  according  to  law  to  tlie 
Captain  and  crew  of  the  ihip  that  feized  her,  was  valued, 
and  a  third  only  pai^  to  the  Captain  and  crew,  and  the 
packet  given  back  to  the  Captain  who  had  been  guilty  of  the 
finuggling  eonftru£lion.  He  fpoke  of  the  built  of  fome  of  the 
PoftHDffice  packets^  declaring  that  they  had  falfe  floors  and 
tellings  to  the  cabin,  and  he  had  even  heard  of  their  having 
Mlow  beams,  the  better  to  conceal  contraband  articles. 

Mr.  Baring  Tokj  as  one  of  the  Commiflioners  under  Mr*  Mr.Bai 
Tit^s  office  reform  bill,  and  gave  an  account  of  their  labours. 
He  faid,  they  had  firft  gone  into  the  old  Board  of  trade  of- 
fice^ next  into  the  Secretary  of  State's  office,  and  tlien  to 
^e  Admiralty  office;  from  thence  into  the  office  of  the 
Treafurer  of  the  navy,  and  that  they  were  now  in  the  navy 
office*  He  declared  that  they  were  not  dire£led  by  the  aA 
to  make  reports  to  tliat  Houfe,  but  to  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
fury ;  therefore  the  honourable  gentleman  need  not  be  fur- 
priled  at  not  having  heard  of  any  Report  from  them.  The 
fgSt  was,  they  had  made  three  Reports  long  ago,  and  the 
reaibn  why  they  had  not  made  another  before  now,  was  the 
extreme  arduoufnefs  of  their  prefent  objeft  of  inquiry,  fince 
they  found  the  navy  office  and  Admiralty  office  fo  connedled, 
dat^  ir\  order  to  make  a  complete  Report,  they  were  obliged 
to  j;o  back  from  one  to  the  other*  Mr.  Baring  fpoke  of  the 
difficulty  of  their  duty,  aflerting,  that  he  could  fooner  make 
an  entire  Report,  like  thofe  of  the  Commiffioners  of  ac- 
couDtf}  than  write  a  fingle  line  of  the  Report  which  ought 
to  come  from  that  Committee  of  which  he  had  the  honour 
to- be  a  member. 

•  Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  obferved,  that  Ik;  fhould  not  think  it  Mr.Cha 
Decefi&ry  for  him  to  take  up  much  of  the  time  of  the  Houfe  ^^°^  ^* 
with  what  he  had  to  fay  upon  the  fubje£l.  It  would  indeed 
be  unpardonable  in  him  were  he  to  expatiate  much  after  the 
very  ample  elucidation  made  by  the  noble  Vifcount  of  the 
general  queftion,  and  the  explanation  given  by  an  honour- 
able gentleman  as  to  a  particular  part  of  it.  Neither  did  he 
imagine  that  the  Houfe  would  expefl  that  he  (hould  take 
pwch  QOtice  of  what  bad  fallen  from  the  honourable  gentle* 

man 
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man  who  introduced  the  biifmefs,  of  a  direSt  perfonal  ten-     ' 
dency  againft  himfelf,  as  that,  at  leaft  a  great  part  of  it^  cer-    i 
tainly  was  by  no  means  connefted  with  the  fdbjeA  then  un*    i 
der  difcuflion ;  yet  he  could  not  but  obferve  upon  the  fingii*  f 
larity  of  the  honourable  gentleman's  condu^,  who  b^an 
his  political  career  in  an  early  part  of  the  feffion,  by  am  op- 
]>oiition  (a  reluflant  one,  as  he  had  himfelf  faid)  to  a  parti- 
cular meafure  of  government,  and  who  had  accompanied 
that  oppofition  with  profeffions  of  great  perfonal  r^ard  anl 
refpeSt  for  him,  and  of  a  defire,  as  far  as  he  could  do  it  con- 
fiftently  with  his  duty  as  a  member  of  Parliament,  togife 
bis  general  fupport  to  Adminiflration,  and  had  particularly 
difclaimed  the  charadter  and  imputation  of  being  what  wis 
called  a  party  man.     Whether  he  had  deferred  thofe  fcnti- 
ments  of  relpe6l  with  which  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
complimented  him  or  not,  of  this  he  was  at  leaft  convinced, 
that  fince  that  period  he  had  done  nothing  to  forfeit  them; 
nay,  the  very  fubjeft  which  had  been  made  ufe  of  by  the 
honourable  gentleman,  as  a  channel  for  cenfure  and  accnia* 
tion  againft  him,  was  a  fubjedl  every  circumftance  of  which 
had  taken  place  long  before,  and  been  known  to  the  honoli^ 
able  gentleman,  according  to  his  own  ftatement,  even  preti- 
ous  to  his  having  a  feat  in  that  Houfe.     Notwithftandiog 
thofe  profeffions  of  a  reludtance  to  oppofe  Government^  rf 
refpeft  to  Adminiftration,  and  of  difclaiming  the  charade^ 
of  a  party  man,  he  could  not  but  fay  that  he  thought  the 
prefent  a  wanton  attack  on  Government,  and  that  it  was 
conducted  in  a  manner  highly  perfonal  and  difrefpefliblta 
him,  and  befides  favoured  very  much  of  the  utmoft  afperity 
of  party.    With  refped  to  the  fubjeft  itfelf,  it  appcared^o 
him  exadly  in  the  light  in  which  it  had  been  ftated  by  die 
noble  Vifcount,  as  by  no  means  of  confequence  fufEcient  to 
be  made  a  fubje6):  of  parliamentary  inquiry*    All  which 
could  be  done  in  the  work  of  reformation  ought  to  be  done 
by  the  executive  government,  and  in  fuch  trivial  inftanc^a 
raort  only  had  to  Parliament,  when  it  fliould  appear  that 
Government  had  obftinately  negle^ed  that  neceflary  part  of 
their  duty ;  but  he  left  it  to  the  judgement  of  the  Hodbi 
whether  Adminiftration  had  been  guilty  of  fuch  negleft  in 
the  a6l  of  Parliament,  which  had  juft  been  read,  for  the  piV" 
pofe  of  afcertaining  whether  or  not  he  had  proved  remifiiia 
the  bufinefs.    The  Houfe  had  feen  in  that  aft  a  foil  provi- 
iion  for  every  neceflary  reform,  and  full  owers  given  to  die 
Commiffioners  for  that  purpofe.     The  honourable  gentle* 
man,  not  being  able  to  charge  him  with  having  omitted 
the  Poft  ofEce  in  that  a£):,  had  complained  that  the  Conh- 
miffioners  had  delayed  to  enter  upon  that  part  of  their  dotj; 
but  all  which  wa|  xveceiTaTY  for  him  to  iay  upon  that  head 

wai 
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l^as,  that  the  Commiffioners  had  not  been  idle,  and  then  the 
iuefiido  would  he,  whether  the  Poft  Office  was  of  that  rank 
and  importance,  compared  with  the  other  offices  which  had 
ht6n  examined,  or  the  abufes  in  it  of  fuch  glaring  and  pro- 
^nent  magnitude,  as  ought  to  have  entitled  it  to  a  prior  at-* 
teAtion.    This  he  by  no  means  thought  could  be  alledged  ; 
l^y  independently  of  any  fuperiority  in  point  of  impor-* 
^ce,  it  had  been  thought  advifeable  to  begin  with  depart-* 
fijenta  of  the  very  higheft  rank,  in  order  to  remove  any  im« 
nreffion  that  the  examination  of  the  Commiffioners  was  a  de« 
jo^tion  from  the  dignity  of  thofe  who  prtiided  over  the  fe- 
deral offices.    This  idea  was  totally  removed  in  the  fubordi- 
nate  departments,  by  the  higher  ones  having  firft  fubmitted 
to  it.     In  purfuance  of  this  principle,   the  Commiffioners 
&;an  with  the  Treafury,  then  they  proceeded  to  the  offices 
,  oiT  the  Secretaries  of  State,  from  thence  to  the  Admiralty^ 
and  afterwards  to  the  Navy  Office ;  and  he  believed  that  no 
gentleman  who  knew  the  nature  of  that  department  would 
wifli  that  its  examination  and  reform  fliould  be  delayed  a 
£ng]e  hour.    It  was  evident  then,  that,  with  refpe£l  to  th^ 
6bje£t  of  reform  in  that  office.  Government  had  done  all  in 
their  power,  and  had  already  put  it  into  fuch  a  train  as  the 
L^fiature  approved  of,  by  paffing  a  law  for  the  purpofe* 
The  ohjeGt  of  the  motion  then  could  not  be  to  provide  for  a 
reform,  for  that  was  effectually  done  already ;  but  mufl  be 
for  the  purpofe  of  cenfuring  a  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
{he  Poft  Office  for  fuppofed  abufes,  or  more  probably  with 
the  view  of  cafling  a  reflection  upon  him  for  the  part  which 
^  had  taken  in  the  arrangement  by  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
been  removed  from  it..    With  refpeCt  to  the  latter,  he  appre* 
hended  that  the  Houie  feemed  to  feel  the  impropriety  of  en« 
pertaining  fuch  a  difcuffion,  as  it  certainly  belonged  folely^to 
the  executive  Government  to  difpofe  of  the  feveral  public  em« 
ployments,  and  Parliament  would  be  very  cautious  how  it  at- 
tempted to  control  or  queftion  the  difcretion  with  which 
that  power  was  exercifed.    It  certainly  had  been  found  ne- 
ceffiiry  to  remove  one  or  other  of  the  noble  Lords,  as  their 
difierences  had  rlfen.to  fuch  a  height  that  they  could  not 
leven  fit  m  the  fame  room  with  faitisfa<ftion ;  and  that  difcre- 
tion with  which  Governmei^  was  invefted-  had  led  them  to 
determine  the  alternative  againft  the  noble  K^rl  of  Tanker* 
ville.    The  neceffity  of  removing  one  of  thofe  Noblemen, 
and  the  vacancy  which  muft  follow  from  fuch  removal,  had 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  accommodating  a  noble  Lord 
(Hawkelbury)  who  had  been  alluded  to,  and  to  whom  gentle* 
ttien  might  allude  as  often  as  they  pleafed,  in  the  way  in 
l¥tttch  they  did,  fp  long  as  he  was  perfuaded  that  every  fa« 
Vour  which  had  been  conferred  upoQ  that  noble  pet^^n.  fipce 
VoLXXU.  3  Q  ^>sfc 
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he  had  any  fliare  in  His  Majefty's  Councils,  had  been  fully 
earned  by  the  moft  able  and  meritorious  fervices ;  but  the  va- 
cancy was  not  made  for  the  fake  of  accommodatjing  the  noble 
Lord  (Hawkefbury)  as  it  was  evident  that  the  two  noble  Lords 
could  not  poffibly  continue  to  adl  together;  and  whether 
the  noble  Earl  (Tankerville)  or  Lord  Carteret  had  been  re- 
moved, it  would  have  made  no  difference  with  refpeft  to 
Lord  Vifcount  Hawkeftjury ;  for,  in  either  cafe,  there  wotild 
have  been  an  opening  for  him.  Befides,  there  certainly  wat 
nothing  perfonal  intended  againft  the  noble  tarl  of  Tanker- 
ville ;  for,  at  the  very  moment  of  his  removal  from  the 
Poft  Office,  there  was  an  arrangement  fet  on  foot  for  the 
purpofe  of  accommodating  him,  but  hisLordfhip  would  not 
Jiften  to  it. 

With  refpedltothe  charge  againft  Lord  Carteret,  of  tht 
annual  allowance  made  to  Mr.  Treves  out  of  the  falary  of 
Mr-  Lees,  it  certainly  was  an  abufe,    and  one  which  that 
Houfe  ought  not  to  countenance.     He  was  forry  to  fay  it 
was  an  abufe  to  be  met  with  in  many  other  public  depart- 
ments ;  but  that  was   certainly  no  excufe,  as  it  was  by  no 
means  a  fit  way  of  providing  even  for  adeferving  fervantof 
the  Public,  much  lefs  a  perfon  who  had  rfo  claims  upon  the 
State ;  for,  if  the  falary  of  an  employment  were  too  great 
for  the  duty,  it  ought   to  be  reduced,  and,  if  it  were  not 
too  great,  it  was  injuftice  to  make  it  lefs,  by  charging  it 
with  a  provifion  for  a  perfon  who  did  riot  do  his.  duty.  Stillj 
'    there  were  inftances  in  which  it  might  be  allowable,  as  where 
a  perfon  became  fuperannuated,  and  incapable  of  doing  the 
duty  of  his  office,  it  was  but  natural  to  grant  him  a  fup- 
port  out  of  the  income  of  his  fucceffor,  and  that  fucccflor 
might  think  himfelf  fufficiently  compenfated  for  the  fmall- 
xiefs  of  his  prefent  profits  by  the  profpedl  of  a  future  in- 
creafe,  by.  the  falling  in  of  the-  penfion.     This  was  the  ftate 
of  the  cafe  with  refpeft  to  Mr.  Barham  and  Mr.  Lees,  and 
with  that  part  of  it  only  had  he  any  concern.     Notwith- 
ftandiiig  the  indignation  and  warmth  which  the  noble  Earl 
might  how  feel,  and  which  it  appeared  that  he  had  fo  very 
amply  communicated  to  the  honourable  gentleman,  he  T«l* 
membered  the  time  when  the  nobJe£arl  had  thought intich 
more  mildly  on  the  fubje(2,  as  he  could  take  upon  him  to 
fay,  from  his  reco/ieftion,  that  the  noble  Earl  had  been  er- 
tremeljr  uqgent  ^ith  him  toconfent  to  an  allowance  to  Mr- 
Lees,  as  a  compenfation  for  the  fum  paid  by  him  to  Mr. 
Treves.     But,  upon  the  whole,  thofe  circumftances,  as  well 
as  thofe  which  related  to  Mr.  Hutchinfon  and  Mr.  Moly- 
jieux,  although  improper,  were  not  attended  even  with  any 
imputed  circumftance  of  corruption   on  the  part  of  Loro 
42arleret,  xjor  did  he  imaciae  thatanv  honoufablp  gentleman 
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viriflled  to  carry  the  bufinefs  fo  far  as  a  cenfure  againft  that 
Nobleman.  On  the  contrary,  he  was  fully  fatisfied  that  he 
himfelf  was  the  only  objedl  of  hoftility.  For  all  thefe  rea- 
ibns^  he  fhould  moft  heartily  concur  with  the  noble  Vifcount 
in  voting  for  the  previous  queiUon. 

Mn  Sheridan  obfetved  that  it  was  extremely  natural  for  the  Mr.  S 
right  honourable  gentleman,  notwithftanding  his  concern  for  ^^^* 
Lord  Carteret,  to  take  notice  of  that  part  of  his  honourable 
friend's  fpeech  firft,  which  more  immediately  related  to  him- 
felf* The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  with  great  appa- 
rent firmuefs  animadverted  upon  what  his  honourable  friend 
lud  faid,  but  the  right  honourable  gentleman  muft  excufe 
him  ff  he  did  not  give  entire  credit  to  the  manner  of  his  an- 
fwer,  but  on  the  contrary,  took  the  liberty  of  afferting  that 
the  right  honqurable  gentleman  did  feel,  and  feverely  feel  the 
repreheniioh  pf  his  honourable  friend.  With  regard  to  the 
words  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  quoted  of 
his  honourable  friend's  firft  fpeech  in  that  Houfe,  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  not  quoted  his  honourable  friend' 
corre£lly;  for,  if  he  had,  the  Houfe  would  have  feen  that  his 
honourable  friend  was  by  no  means  chargeable  with  incon-* 
fifteocy.  His  honourable  friend  had  not  profefled  perfonal 
refpe£t  te  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  but  only  faid, 
that  he  gave  him  credit  for  the  goodnefs  of  his  intention  in 
the  meafures  which  he  brought  forward,  and,  therefore,  he 
hoped  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  give  him  cre- 
dit when  he  averted,  that  in  oppofing  the  meafure  at  that 
time  under  conHderation  (the  commercial  treaty  with 
France)  that  his  motive  was  honeft.  This  was  (Mr.  Sheri- 
dan faid)  a  true  defcription  of  what  had  then  paffed.  With 
rc^rd  to  any  thing  which  his  honourable  friend  had  faid, 
that  might  be  improper,  when  he  confidered  the  talents  and 
the  ability  that  his  honourable  friend  had  fliewn  at  his  outfet 
and  ever  fince,  though  he  muft,  undoubtedly,  be  called  a 

2oaag  member,  yet  he  would  agree  with  the  right  honoura^r 
le  gentleman,  that  fuch  a  young  member  was  as  little  par- 
donable for  any  error  as  the  oldeft  member  of  the  Houfe. 
On  the  prcfent  occafion,  however,  he  muft  contend  that  his 
honourable  friend  had  not  merited  the  reproof,  which  the 
right  honourablcgentleman,  the  veteran  ftatefman  of  four 
years  experience,  the  Neftor  of  twenty  fivp,  had  been  pleafed 
to  beftow  on  him.  Mr.  Sheridan,  now  proceeded  to  the 
main  queftion,  and  reminded  the  Houfe  that  he  had  oppofed 
the  bill  called  the  oflBce-fee-reform  bill,  when  originally 
brought  in,  as  a  bill  of  oftentation  and  parade,  rather  than  a 
bill  likely  to  prove  of  folid  advantage  and  utility;  and  he 
was  now  cpnvinc^  that  it  had  been  what  he  then  defcribed 
it  to  he,  fince  it  appeared  from  what  the  honourable  gentle* 

3G  a  \aaxsy 
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man  near  him  (Mr.  Baring)  had  faid,  that  the  Commifio- 
ners  had  begun  at  the  wrong  end,  and  gone  in  fearch  of 
ftbufes  where  no  abufes  could  have  exifted.    The  honourable 
gentleman  had  faid  that  the  Commifiioners  went  firft  into  the 
office  of  the  Old  Board  of  Trade; — a  curious  beginning-— to 
fearch  what  abufes  had  been  formerly  praAifed  in  an  o£Sc6 
which  no  longer  exifted! — They  had,  next  gone  into  the 
Secretaries  of  States  offices;  the  offices  of  all  others  leaft 
likely  to  be  pregnant  with  abufe.     If  any  abufe  was  then^ 
it  wis,  that  the  deputy  Secretary  of  State,  whofe  duty  wai 
arduous  and  important,  were  by  no  means  fufficiently  paidh 
But  it  was  in  vain  to  fay  what  the  Commiffioners  had  donJB 
fince  the  honourable  gentleman  confelled  himfelf  unfit  to  te 
a  Commiffioner,  for,  he  had  exprefly  told  the  Houle,  that  it 
bad  coft  him  mora  trouble  to  write  a  (ingle  line  of  a  reportf. 
than  it  would  take  him  to  pen  an  entire  report  of  the  Com* 
xniffioners  of  Accounts.     The  right  honourable  gentleman*! 
bill  (Mr    Sheridan  faid)  he  had  never  confidere  as  an  excls- 
fion  of  all  futur^  inquiry  ;^  and  yet  from  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman's  argument  of  that  day,  he  feemed  fo  to  regard 
it;  for,  notwithftanding  that  the  faas  ftated  in  the  opening 
of  the  prefent  fubjedl  by  his  honourable  friend  had  all  of  them 
been  fubftantiated  and  eftablifhed  by  evidence,  yet  the  right, 
honourable  gentleman  was  for  leaving  them  for  the  conw*. 
tion  of  the  Commiffioners,  when  they  ftiould  have  leifure  to 
attend  to  them.     It  appeared,  indeed,  that  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  had  furrendef^d  his  underftanding  when  he 
brought  in  the  bill,  and  was  determined  to  hear  only  with 
Mr.  Baring's  ears,  and  to  fee  with  the  eyes  of  Sir  John  Dkk; 
and,  therefore,  he  could  not  pay  the  lean  attention  to  the  re- 
prefentations  of  the  noble  Earl  (of  Tankerville),     But  as  he 
did  not  accufe  the  Commiffioners  of  celerity — for  they  had 
hitherto  moved  as  flowly  as  the  old  mails— he  wifliea  that 
they  would  ftep  to  the  Poft  Office,  where  probably  they  might 
be  benefited  by  Mr.  Palmer's  accelerating  plan.     Mr.  Sheri- 
dan read  a  claufe  from  the  hill  to  fliew,  that  the  tranfaftiont 
relative  to  the  350!.  and  the  200L  as  well  as  the  afiair  of  thti 
agency  to  the  Helvoctfluys  packets,  come  dire<SHy  within  the 
meaning  of  the  claufe,  declaring,  that  any  perfon  or  perfoni 
guilty  of  fuch  practices  fhould  be  incapable  of  ferving  His  . 
Majefty  in  any  civil  capacity  in  future.     The  right  honoura- 
ble gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  appeared  to  plume  himfelf  upon  hit 
political  conneftions  with  a  noble  Lord  (Hawkelbury)  and,  fa^ 
crificing  to  thefe,  he  had  difmiffed  from  office  the  noble  Earl 
(of  Tankerville)  and  retained  the  noble  Lord  (Carteret)  al- 
thoagb  by  the  cffice-iee  bill,  if  it  had  gaffed  into  a  law,  the  lat- 
ter,   on  the  prefe  .t  chaTgcbe\ng^xoNeA^rcv\x^\iaN^\«W!w^*^ 
q^^JiBed  h  om  holding  an^  oftce  uu^itt  Ci^NtawtoKox.  ^^jX  ^n^ 
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was  done  to  reward  Mr»  Jenkinfon'i  public  feryices,  fecree 
fervices^  and  ferTices  in  that  Houfe.  Indeed  his  many  emi- 
nent fervices  could  not  be  forgotten  bj  the  right  honourable 
geatleman,  as  on  a  very  recent  occauon,  he  overturned  bia 
cMirn  fiifourite  meafure,  by  deftroying  the  Irifh  proportions. 
This  was  one  of  the  fecret  fervices  for  which  he  had  fo  me- 
ritorionfly  received  a  recompence* 

Mr*  RoUe  remarked  that  he  did  not  intend  to  fay  a  word  in  Mr.  ito 

t]ie  debate,  but  the  honourable  gentleman  who  made  t)ie 

firft  motion  bad  dcfcribed  a  noble  Lord  (Hawkefbury)  lis 

lu^viog  given  the  right  honourable  gentleman  his   fituation, 

and  aadttd  that  he  could  difmlfs  him  with  a  nod.     Such  lan- 

gaa^e,  was  neither  decent  nor  refpe£tful  to  the  Houfe*    With 

legl^rd  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman  coming  into  office, 

be  ooaid  fpeak;  and  as  to  his  difmiffion,  he  hoped  it  would 

be  long  enough  before  he  fhould  be  able  to  fpeak  of  fo  unfair 

iboralile  a  circumftance.     The  right  honourable  gentleman 

lui4  comelnto  office  on  the  voice  of  the  people.     He  himfelf 

had  carried  an  addrefs  to  the  Throne,  congratulatory  on  that 

event,  and  iimilar  addrefles  had  been  fent  up  from  all  parts  of 

the  kingdom.    Mr.  RoUe  declared,  that,  as  to  the  abufes  in 

the  report,  they  appeared  to  him  to  be  too  infignificant  to  re« 

quire  the  interference  of  that  Houfe.     The  Commiffioners 

Hii&r  Mr.  Pitt's  bill  were  the  propereft  perfons  to  corre6b 

them.    With  regard  to  the  mifunderftanding  between  the  two 

noble  Lords  latelf-at  the  head  of  the  Pod  Office,  as  far  as  he 

»iiaderftood  the  matter,  it  was  a  conteft  between  them  which 

ihonld  have  the  largeft  ihare  of  the  loaves  and  fifhes.    As  a 

proof  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  done  more  than 

nake  profeffions  of  purity  and  reform,  Mr.  Rolle  mentioned 

the  (aviog  of  Colonel  Barrels  penfion  to  the  public  and  faid 

other  a£ls  of  the  fame  kind  had  charaderized  his  (Mr.  Pitt's) 

condnd.   He  recommended  the  abolition  of  the  office  of  joint 

Bofl-mafter  general,  as  one  perfon  could  (he  thought)  do  all 

the  duty  of  the  office. 

Mr.  Afar  tin  (aid,  he  was  equally  ft  ranger  to  both  the  noble  ]^f,  i^^ 
Lords,  but  the  abufes  in  the  Poft  Office  were  fuch  as  called  for 
immediate  remedy ;  and  as  an  honourable  gentleman  near  him 
had  faid  it  woula  be  a  confiderable  time  before  the  Commif- 
fioners under  the  office  reform  bill  could  attend  to  the  Pofl- 
olSyce  abuies,  he  fhould  vote  for  the  original  queilion. 

Mr.  Baring  appealed  to  the  Houfe,  whether  he  had  faid  any  ^  ^  . 
thing  like  what  the  honourable  gentleman  had  flated  ? 

Mr.  Fox  remarked,  that  he  thought  the  whole  proceeding     . 
eiptraovdinary   and  with  r^ard  to  the  honourable  gentle- 
iqan  who  brought  forward  the  inquiry,  mod  unfair  and  un« 
handfome.    If  it  was  meant  to  do  nothing,  why  did  theyfuf- 
fe  tbe  Committee  to  be  appointed  at  all?    If  ti^e^  xeaW^  caxcv^ 
Q  flo refolution,  it  would  be  plainly  fayingi  **  we  fcivX^oxx  'axA 
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**  yotir  friends  on  a  fool's  errand,  and  now  you  may  take  yoor 
«*  labour  for  your  pains."  The  plain  meaning  was,  that  whea 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  confented  to  the  Committee, 
he  thought  the  honourable  gentleman  could  not  prove  his 
fa£ls,  and  that  it  would  end  in  difgrace  to  thofe  who  defired  an 
inquiry.  Hence  the  loud  call  for  a  report;  and,  now  that  the 
honourable  gentleman  had  made  good  his  charges  and  pre- 
fented  a  report,  the  Houfe  would  diTgrace  itfelf,  if  it  paflM  it 
by  unnoticed  and  in  the  manner  propofed.  Mr»  Fox  took  no-' 
tice  of  what  Mr.  Rolle  had  faid  relative  to  Mr.  Pitt's  having 
come  in  by  the  voice  of  the  People,  and  obferved,  that  it  wa 
rather  ftrange  to  "prove  a  former  fail,  by  a  fubfequent  pro* 
ceeding.  The  truth  (he  faid)  was,  His  Majefty  had  been  ad- 
Tifed  by  fome  perfon  not  oftenfible,  to  take  the  objedl  of  hit 
private  choice,  in  direft  contradi6^ion  to  the  fentiments  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  make  him  Minifter,  That  was 
one  of  the  grand  conftitutional  queftions  on  which  he,  and 
thofe  who  a<5ed  with  him,  differed  from  the  other  fide  of  the 
Houfe.  Mr.  Fox  added,  that  he  had  been  fometimes  accoied 
of  holding  rather  too  high  language  with  regard  to  the  Mi- 
niiler's  power  of  difmifTing,  when  he  plcafed.  There  were 
however,  fome  cafes  in  which  that  power  might  be  fo  far  abut 
ed,  as  to  make  it  fit  matter  for  parliamentary  inquiry,  and' 
the  difmiffion  of  the  noble  Earl  (of  Tankerville)  upon  the  lea- 
fons  afligned  for  it,  among  others,  upon  his  mifunderflandinr 
with  Lord  Carteret,  appeared  to  be  one  of  them.  He  raifcd 
an  argument  on  the  dilHnftion  between  a  Mini(ler*s  giving  a 
perfon  an  office,  when  the  accepting  it  was  a  favour  done  bim, 
and  his  taking  away  an  oflSce,  when  the  fufFering  a  perfon  to 
keep  it  was  a  favour  done  to  that  perfon  by  the  Miniiler,  and 
lie  applied  it  to  the  creating  the  Earl  of  Tankerville  joint 
Poft  mafter,  when  Mr.  Pitt  firft  came  into  power,  and  his 
taking  it  from  him  to  accomodate  Lord  Hawkefbury,  when" 
it  was  no  longer  hazardous  to  boafl  of  the  friendship  of  the 
latter.  He  reminded  tl  •'  Houfe,  that  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had,  for  the  firft  time,  publicly  lx)afted  of  the  ferrictt 
of  the  noble  Lord ;  and  he  remarked,  that  in  the  day  of  dan« 
gcrand  of  cootefl,  that  noble  Lord's  name  was  never  ventur- 
ed to  be  mentioned;  and  though  Adminiftration  enjoyed  the 
affiflance  of  his  vote,  they  at  that  time  thought  it  not  prudent 
to  declare  it  with  an  air  of  triumph.  Now  that  the  hour  of 
greater  fafety  was  arrived,  they  chofe  to  divide  the  fpoill 
gained  by  their  former  battles,  and  to  give  the  noble  Lord 
an  ample  fhare.  He  examined  Lord  Hawkefbury's  claims  to 
praife,  and  faid,  exclufive  of  thofe  parts  of  his  coiidudl,  which 
the  noble  Lord,  when  Mr.  Jenkinfon,  had  uniformly  deiiied» 
but  which  they  knew  to  be  x.T\]Le,  \v\^  ^v^^XvcXvfeVoA  Vsften  ai 
//ttiedi/linguifhedby  ads  oi  tumxo\\o>a.^feTH\^^^l^V*»^ 
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as  that  of  any  man  living,  although  within  the  laft  twenty 
years  every  Adminiftration,  two  only  excepted,  had  deemed 
nis  being  with  them  a  matter  of  indifpenfable  moment. 

He  replied  to  what  Mr,  Pitt  had  faid  of  Mr.  Grey's  being 
a  party  man,  and  declared  that  the  honourable  gentlemaa 
was  not  of  that  defcription,  but  he  hoped  by  degrees  he 
might  become  a  party  man:  he  defended  the  term,  and 
maintained,  that  as  long  as  there  were  great  conftitutional 
qneftions,  refpefting  which  there  were  differences  of  opi- 
nion, to  be  a  party  man  was  to  zQ.  mod  honourably.  In 
this  country  there  were  known  differences  of  opinion  on 
great  queftions,  and  on  none  more  than  the  manner  in  which 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  came  into  office.  Mr.  Fox 
declared  that  he  fhould  vote  for  the  original  queflion,  al- 
though he  certainly  had  not  advifed  the  bringing  the  fubjec^ 
forward,  nor  ihould  he  have  recommended  it,  becaufe  he  did 
not  think  it  of  a  fize  equal  to  the  honourable  gentleman's  cha* 
ta£ler  and  importance. 

Mr.  Grey  laid,  that  he  could  not  avoid  rifing  in  reply  to  Mr.  Grey. 
the  obfervations  of  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt) 
refpe£ting  his  fincerity,  his  confiftency,  his  inexperience, 
and  his  holding  language  not  £t  to  be  ufed  in  that  Houfe. 
With  regard  to  the  firft,  he  denied  that  he  had  ufed  the 
words  imputed  to  him  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ; 
^hat  he  had  faid  in  his  firft  fpeech  was,  that  his  oppoQtion 
ta  a  meafure  then  under  confideration  (the  Commercial 
Treaty)  arofe  from  no  motive  of  perfonal  diflike  to  the 
right  honourable  gentleman ;  that  he  gave  him  credit  for  the 
goodnefs  of  his  intentions,  and  hoped  that  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  would  in  return  give  him  credit,  when 
he  ;iflerted  that  his  oppofition  originated  in  an  honeft  mo- 
tive, and  in  his  fenfe  of  duty  as  a  member  of  Parliament, 
Mr.  Grey  declared,  that  if  on  any  future  occafion  a  com- 
pliment tp  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ihould  fuggeft 
itfelf  to  hjs  mind,  he  would  ftudioufly  fupprefs  it,  to  avoid 
the  rifque  of  being  afterwards  charged  with  infmcerity.  Per- 
haps, lince  the  day  to  which  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man had  alluded;,  his  opinion  of  him  had  a  little  altered, 
and  that  not  from  what  had  paffed  while  he  was  abroad,  but 
iince  he  had  been  a  nearer  witnefs  of  his  condud.  With  re- 
gard to  his  having,  from  his  exceeding  great  inexperience, 
made  ufe  of  language  unfit  for  that  Houfe,  he  could  only 
fay  thi^t  he  had  more  than  once  heard  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  hold  language  there,  both  to  him  and  others, 
yrhicl^  out  of  that  Houfe  would  not  be  borne.  Mr.  Grey 
^dded,  that  he  trufted  that  his  noble  relation  and  himfelf 
fiood  fully  acquitted  of  having  brought  forwaii  ^itv^  c\v;scc^^% 
fflu'ch  they  bad  not  been  able  completely  to  tu\>^^^\Vv2Xe> 
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and  that  being  the  cafe,  it  was  matter  of  indifference  to  him 
what  was  done  with  the  Report :  he  did  not  mean  to  tako 
the  fenfe  of  the  Hoiife  on  the  occafion. 

The  previous  queflion  was^  carried ;  and  after  that,  a  mo* 
tion  was  niade^  '<  that  the  farther  confideration  of  the  Re- 
^  port  be  adjourned  to  that  day  three  months."  This  wai 
likewife  carried, 

Mr.  Sheridan  now  begged  leave  to  call  the  attention  6( 
the  Houfe  to  the  motion  which  he  had,  feveral.ilays  before^ 
'  promifed  concerning  the  internal  reform  of  the  Royal  Bo- 
roughs of  Scotland,  He  would  not,  at  this  late  period  of  dMi 
feffion,  enter  deeply  into  the  fubjeft,  as  the  gentlemen  eti- 
trufted  with  the  direftion  of  the  new  fyftem  for  the  better 
government  of  the  boroughs,  had  no  idea  of  its  being  fullr 
canvafled  previoufly  to  the  next  fellion  of  Parliament.  Au 
that  he  therefore  meant  to  propofe  was  for  leave  to  pre&ut  to 
the  Houfe  the  various  petitions  in  favour  of  the  meafure; 
That  which  he  held  in  his  hand  was  from  the  inhabitants  of 
the  city  of  Glafgow,  containing  near  1500  fignatures  of  me^ 
m  every  view,  of  the  higheft  refpedlability  and  independepcet 
He,  however,  was  forry  to  obferve,  that  he  had  been  in-' 
formed,  from  authority,  that  the  prayer  of  the  petitiooen 
could  not,  according  to  the  regulations  of  the  Houfe,  be  C611- 
fidered  this  fef&on  of  Parliament,  the  time  of  receiving  pri- 
vate  petitions  having  expired,  and  this  being  fuppofed  to  come 
under  that  defcription.  Although  he  very  much  refpedled 
the  fource  of  intelligence  from  whence  this  opinion  waj  de- 
rived, yet  he  was  free  to  fay,  that  a  petition,  containing  At 
fignatures  of  fuch  a  numerous  clafs  of  men  certainly  CouU 
not,  ftriftly  fpeaking,  be  confidered  as  a  private  petitioi^ 
but  was,  in  every  fenfe  of  the  word,  a  public  petition ;  andf 
confequently,  demanded  the  attention  of  Parliament.  He 
read  an  extraft  from  it,  which  ftated  the  great  hardihips 
iVhich  the  petitioners  and  the  people  of  Scotland  fufiered&oa 
the  prefent  corrupt  government  of  the  Royal  Boroughs,  ptf- 
ticularly  fo  far  as  related  to  the  management  of  the  reveone; 
that  a£bs  of  enormity  and  peculation  exifted,  and  ought  tobe 
remedied;  and  that  the  petitioners  prayed  that  the  Houfe 
would  t(ike  the  fubjeft  into  confideration,  and  ena&  fuch  a 
falutary  reform  as  to  them  in  their  wifdom  (hould  feemofi*  ' 
cefiary*  Mr.  Sheridan  concluded  by  moving  for  leave  t*  ; 
prefent  the  petition.  < 

The  Speaker,  confidering  it  in  the  light  of  a  privatopet^  I 
tion,  gave  his  opinion  againft  the  niotion. 

Mr.  Ffix  obferving,  that  he.  rofe  to  fupport  hi^  honourable  • 
friend,  added,  that,  notw*\tV\CL^iviLm^vi\v^\.V-aAVife«a  advanoel 
by  the  right  honourable  gentXem^tv  '^Vtfi^^x^Sj^&JisdfflL^SS^ 
the  chair,  he  thougU  tVi^  t\i%a  ei.d^tu^eL  ^  ^iSwxfift^tfl^ 
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deration*    It  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  petition  of  as  public  and 
sniverfal  a  nature  as  any  which  had  ever  been  prefented.  No 
man  could  deny  that  the  publicity  of  its  objefl  comprehended 
the  idea  of  an  univerfality  to  a  very  great  extent;  and,  there- 
fore, upon  this  ground,  the  application  of  the  word  private 
%ras  futile  in.the  extreme.     He  applauded  the  meafure  of  re- 
form;   and  fo  far  as  his  invefligation    had  proceeded,    he 
thought  it  claimed  the  concurrence  of  Parliament,     Indeed, 
he  had  only  heard  one  fide  of  the  queftion  ;  but,  there  were 
fbch  convincing  arguments  adduced,   that  he  appreliended 
;  eyery  impartial  perfon  would  be  of  a  fimilar  opinion.     Gen- 
k  demen  fhould  recoiled,  that  the  final  queftion  concerning 
Ae  propriety  or  impropriety  of  a  reform  of  the  Royal  Bo- 
^  zoDghs  of  Scotland  was  not  now  meant  to  be  difcufied.     It 
Was  only  propofed,  that  the  petitions  fhould  be  prefented,  in 
order  that  the  members  might  be  apprlfed  of  the  new  fyftem, 
and  come  forward,  prepared  for  a  difcuflion,    at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  feffion  of  Parliament. 

The  Speaker  perfifled  in  his  opinion?  He  thought  that,  The 
tn  feveral  accounts,  it  was  a  private  petition.  It  did  not  ap- 
pear fanAioned  by  all  the  members  of  the  Royal  Boroughs  of 
Scotland  as  petitioning  in  favour  of  therefoim,  but  only  I)y 
a  few,  who,  when  compared  to  the  majority  of  the  people, 
were  very  Inconfiderable. 

Mr.  Fox  recurred  to  the  fentiments  which  he  had  delivered  Mr, 
in  defence  of  the  petitioners,  and  declared,  that  he  appre- 
hended that  a  few  individuals,  however  infignificant,  hnd  a 
right  to  petition  Parliament  for  the  repeal  of  an  adt  which 
was  confidered  as  univerfally  obnoxious.  Viewing  the  i'ub- 
jeSt  in  this  light,  the  prefent  petitioners  demanded  the  at- 
tention of  the  Houfe,  their  mode  of  application  being  ftriftly 
ConftitutionaK  As  to  any  infinuations  againft  the  impropriety 
rf  the  petitioners  meafures,  he  was  perfe£Hy  convinced, 
that,  conftitutionally  confidered,  two  or  three  natives  of 
Scotland,  living  in  Cornwall,  or  in  any  part  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, had  a  right  to  petition  Parliament  againft  any  fyftem, 
the  operation  or  exiflence  of  which  was  attended  with  uni- 
verfal  injury  to  their  fellow  fubjeils  in  Scotland;  and  that 
ibch  petitions  merited  the  mature  deliberation  of  that  Houfe. 

Mr.  Dundas  expreffed  his  aftoniftiment,  that  the  fubjeft  Mr. 
had  not  been  fooner  agitated  in  Parliament.  Excepting  the 
honourable  mover,  he  believed  few  who  efpoufed  the  caufe 
knew  its  merits  or  demerits.  As  a  convincing  proof,  he 
wifhed  that  gentleman  would  rife  up  in  his  place,  and  tell 
what  he  conceived  to  be  the  objedl  of  the  reform.  He  was 
Aot  for  arguing  a  matter  of  fuch  importance,  at  this  late  pe^ 
fiod  of  the  feffion,  and  in  a  thin  Houfe.  He  wo>3l\A  m^^x  \\ 
Airly  aad  fully,  next  ZeiEon,  or  at  any  time  wIqau  X\i^  Wcsk- 
V0L.XXXI.  3H  >5X 
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je£k  was  refumed;  and  for  that  purpofe,  although  he  believed 
that  he  fliould  oppofe  the  reform,  he  moved,  **  that  the 
*'  Houfe  fliould  now  adjourn." 
Mr.  Grey.  Mr.  Grey  mentioned,  that  he  held  in  his  hand  a  petition 
from  a  numerous  and  refpe<Sable  body  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Dundee.  He  would  not,  however,  -urge  the  prefenting  of 
it  at  prefent,  he  agreeing  in  fome  particulars  with  the  laft 
right  honourable  gentleman,  that  it  would  be  better  tp  take 
the  fubjeft  into  confideration  in  a  fuller  Houfe ;  but,  as  to  the 
falutary  effedts  likely  to  be  derived  from  the  adoption  of  the 
reform  fo  earneftly  recommended,  he  did  not  entertain  the 
fmalleft  fhadow  of  doubt,  confequently,  it  fhbuld  have  hi< 
moft  cordial  fupport. 
Mr.  An-  •  Mr.  AnJWuthtr  oppofed  the  motion.  He  condemned,  Ih 
ftruther.  general  terms,  the  objeft  of  the  petitioners,  and  was  fur* 
prifed  that  the  matter  had  not  been  fooner  brought  forward, 
he  being  informed  that  many  of  the  gentlemen  had  been  fe^ 
veral  months  in  town.    .  ... 

Virc.  Mait-      ^'\{zoww\.  Mail  land  alfo  rofe  with  a  petition  in  his  band, 
land.  He  warmly  recommended  the  propofit ion  for  a  reform,  and 

beftowed  high  encomiums  on  the  projeftors.  of  the  plan.  He 
urged  the  propriety  of  receiving  the  petitions.  ». 

Mr.  Dcmp-  .   Mv.DempJier  oblerved,  that)  although' he  did  not  approve 
^c.f'  of  the  principles  of  the  reform,  yet  be  could  not  hear,  in 

filence,  infinuations  advanced  againft  his  conflituents  (of 
Dundee)  for  fupinenefs.  He  was  perfe<5My  convinced,  that 
they  did  not  deferve  any  fuch  cenfufe.'  With  regard  to  the 
reform  about  to  be  propofed;  he  muft  give  his  dillent,  the 
fyflem  tending  to  a  lubverfion  of  that  particular  mode  of  go^ 
vernmentof  the  Royal  Boroughs,  which  had  ex  ifted'foriip*> 
wards  of  two  hundred  years.   :  i-  •    ••.  • 

Mr.  She-  '  Mr.  Sheridan  defended  the  conduit  of  the  gentlemen  who 
riJaa.  officiated  as  delegates  from  Scotland.  He  declared,  that  thehr 
attention  to  the  truft  repofed  in  them  by  their  countiymeo, 
deferved  the  higheft  panegyric,  as.  he  never  few  any  defcrip-> 
tion  of  men  tnore  fmcerely  or  more  warmly  bent  up6n  the 
particular  objedl  of  their  pur fu it;  Previous  to  their  refidc^ 
in  London,  they  had  •  fhewrt  the  moft  aftive  attachment  to 
the  laudable  plan  which  had  been  brought  forward ;  and  al- 
though they  had  been  feveral  week's  in  town,  their' time  W9t 
/triftly  occupied  in  the  duties  incumbent  upon  them.  They 
liad  vifited  and  folicited  ail  the  reprefentatives  from  their  own 
country,  who  had,  to  a  man,  rejefted  their  proffers,  refufinf 
to  countenance  a  reform  which  militated  fo  eflentially  againn 
the  intereft  of  their  conftituentsv  •  The  gentlemen  alluded  to 
vrere  -not, 'however,  AWcovira^ed')  but-  proceeded  with. that 
manly  perfev^rance  auA  ioxutx^A^^  WVv\Ocv  5cv«3^s^^ 
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Tied,  he^promrfed  that  the  bufinefs  fhould  be  refumed  as  early 
as  ppffible,  next  feffion  of  Parliament. 

Sir  John  Sinclair  difapproved  of  the  intended  plan,  but  pro-  sir  J 
mifed  to  fubmit  to  the  Houfc,  in  the  courfe  of  the  enfuing  ^*'^*^' 
feffion  oF  Parliament,  a  propofition  for  a  new  fyftem  of  the 
government  of  the  Royal  Boronghs. 

Mr.  Adam  ftated*  his  objeftions  to  the  prefent  meafure.  He  Mr. 
(a?d,  that  he  had  always  refitted  reforms,  and  ftill  entertained 
the  fame  opinion  of  this  intended  innovation,  {ie  would 
meet  the  queftion  fairly;  but  fo  far  as  regarded  the  alteration 
of  the  mode  of  eleftlng  members  to  ferve  in  Parliament,  he 
would  give  his  decided  oppofition. 

Mr.  Dundui%  quellion  oi  adjournmtnt  was  carried. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

fVednefdayy  ^oth  May. 

Sir  Herbert  Afackworth  rofe  in  his  placie,  and  faid,  that  he  Sir  1 
had  reafon  to  believe,  that  a  petition  which  he  had  the  ho-  ^*^ 
noarof  prefenting  to  the  Houfe,  and  which  ftill  lay  on  the 
table,  had  been  fo  far  taken  into  confideration  by  His  Majefty's 
minifters,  that  hp  flattered  himfelf  they  were  far  from  being 
inimical  to  the  prayer  of  it.  He  had  the  firmeft  confidence, 
that  when  the  cafe  fhould  come  to  be  fully  ftated  to  the 
Houfe,  there  would  be  but  one  voice  upon  the  Uibjedt,  and 
that  would  be  favourable  to  the  noble  petitioner;  for  at  pre- 
iisnt,  that  nobleman  ftood  a  fingular  and  unprecedented  in- 
ftance  of  fufiering  under  the  molt  peculiar  circumftances  of 
hardfhip;  and  he  flattered  himfelf,  that  after  the  generous 
example  of  reftoring  to  all  other  fufferers  for  the  fame  caufe, 
the  whole  of  their  forfeited  eftatcs,  fome  efievStual  means 
would  be  devifed  by  His  Majefty*s  minifters,  of  aflx)rding 
relief  to  the  noble  Earl,  whofe  family  had  fufiered  much 
more,  for  a  much  longer  time,  and  under  much  greater  hard- 
ihips,  than  any  of  the  objefts  of  the  Legiflature's  late  bounty. 
He  propofed,  therefore,  early  in  the  next  feffion,  to  bring  for- 
ward the  confideration  of  his  cafe,  which,  by  the  defire  of 
His  Majefty's  Minifters,  he  had  forborne  to  do  during  the  pre- 
fent fefllion;  and  he  confided  in  the  equity  and  humanity  of 
the  Houfe,  that  he  ftiould  be  countenanced  and  fupported  in 
the  profecution  of  the  bufinefs. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pin  arofe,  and  obferved,  that  the  variety  Mr. 
and  multiplicity  of  public  bufinefs  during  the  feffion,  had  cello 
prevented  him  from  being  able  to  make  up  his  mind  upon  the 
fubjeAof  the  petition,  to  which  the  honourable  Baronet  al- 
luded, and  which  he  underftood  to.be  that  of  the  Earl  of 
J^fcwburgb,    He  bad  now  looked  into  live  c^fc>  vci^^w>\\^\x- 
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totrontain  the  greatefl  hardfhips*    The  appropriation  of  the 
rents  of  Derwent water  eftates  to  the  fupport  of  Greenwich 
Hrtfpita'l,  made  the  reftitution  of  that  eftate  a  matter  of  more 
difficulty,  than  inftances  of  liberali|y  mentioned  by  the  ho* 
nourable  Baronet.     He  hoped,  however,  that  fome  method* 
n^ight  be  devifed,  by  which  the  noble  Earl  might  be  veiy  ma* 
terially  benefited,  ^nd  the {)ublic not  prejudiced:-— He  under* 
iftood  that  there  were  certain  benefits  attending  that  eftat^ 
fuch  as  patronages,  &c.  from  which  the  public  drew  no  profit 
whatever,  and  which  might  be  turned  to  advantage,  by  the 
noble  Earl,  in  cafe  he  fhould  be  reinftated  in.  the  pofleffion  of 
his  family  eftates.     And  he  alfo  imagined,  that  the  manage- 
ment of  the  eftates  by  a  private  individual,  might  be  fuch, 
that  he  would  derive  much  more  advantage  from  them,  than 
the  public  poflibly  could;    and,  therefore,  he  fhould  flatter 
himfdf,  that,  Sn  the  next  fefSon,  he  might  find  the  Houfc 
ready  to  concur  in  adopting  fome  means  of  fecuring  to  the 
Hofpital  nearly  as  much  as  it  now  receives ;  and,  at  the  fame    - 
time,  of  affording  very  material  relief  to  the  noble  Earl,  for 
whofe  cafe  he  felt  much,  and  whom  he  wilhed  eameftly  to 
relieve. 

Mr.  Burke,  at  the  bar,  reported,  that  he  had,  in  obedience 
to  the  Commands  of  that  Houfe,  exhibited  farther  articles  of 
impeachment  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  at  the  bar  of  the 
Houfe  of  Lords. 

Sir  Francis  Molyneux  (the  Gentleman  Ulher  of  the  Black 
Rod)  now  came  to  fignify  the  King's  pleafure  that  theCom- 
mons  fhould  attend  him  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords.  And  theyt 
accordingly,  repairing  thither. 

His  Majefty  was  pleafed  to  make  a  moft  gracious  fpeeeK 
frpm  the  throne  to  bothHoufes  of  Pailiament,  as  followetht 

*<  Afy  Lordsj  and  Gentlemen j 
*^  I  cannot  clofe  this  feffion  of  Parliament  without  er* 
<*  preffing  my  entire  approbation  of  the  zeal  and  affiduity 
^^  with  which  you  have  applied  yourfelves  to  the  obje^ 
^^  which  i  recommended  to  your  attention;  and  at  the  fane 
^^  time  returning  you  my  particular  thanks  for  the  proofii 
*'  which  you  have  given  of  your  affedHon  for  me,  and  for 
**  my  family  and  government. 

"  The  affurances  which  I  receive  from  foreign  powers,  .of 

**  their  good  difpofition  to  this  country,  and  the  continuance 

^^  of  the  general  tranquillity  of  Europe,  afford  me  great  fa* 

^^  r/sfa<5lion;  but  diffentions  unhappily  prevail  among  the, 

<^  States  of  the  United  l?Tov\rvc^^^  vqV\c\\^  ^%  -a,  ft\end  and 

^^  well-wiflier  to  theRepubVvc,!  caLT\tio\.&^m>iKv^\x\.>^ 

•*  real  concern*  -^    . 
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«*  Genttemin  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons^ 

"  The  chearfulnefs  with  which  you  have  granted  the  ne- 
^'  ceflary  fupplies,  and  the  ample  manner  in  which  you  have 
<«  provided  for  the  feveraleftablifhments,  demand  my  iincerefi: 
^  thanks. 

**  I  iee^  with  particular  fatisfadion,  that  you  have,  at  thf 
^*  Jame  time,  been  able  to  furnifh  the  fum  annually  appro* 
^  priated  to  the  reduflion  of  the  national  debt,  without  im* 
^  pofing  any  new  burdens  on  my  people. 

^  My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

«•  I  refie6l,  with  peculiar  pleafure,  on  the  meafures  which 
^  you  have  taken  for  enabling  me  to  carry  into  efFefl  the 
^  treaty  of  navigation  and  commerce  with  the  Moft  Chrif** 
^  tian  King,  and  for  facilitating  the  coUedion,  and  (impiify'* 
^f  ing  the  accounts,  of  the  various  branches  of  the  revenue^ 
^  which,  I  truft,  will  be  productive  of  the  moft  beneficial 
«*  tSk&z.  And  I  rely  upon  your  ufing  your  heft  endeavour^ 
**  in  your  feveral  counties,  to  carry  into  effeft  the  meafuret 
^.  which  have  been  taken  for  the  prevention  of  illicit  trade» 
^  and  to  promote  good  order  and  induftry  among  every  claif 
of  my  fubjedts.'^ 

And  afterwards  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  His  Majefty's 
C<»nmand,  faid, 

*<  My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

**  It  is  His  Majefty's  Royal  will  and  pleafure,  that  thi« 
•*  Parliament  be  prorogued  to  Tuefday,  the  31ft  day  of 
*•  July  next,  to  be  then  here  holden;  and  this  rarliament  is 
*•  accordingly  prorogued  to  Tuefday,  the  31ft  day  of  July 
«  next.'* 
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An  Account  of  the 

MONIES  remaining  in  the  ExchecIuer, 
On  the  5th  day  of  April  1 787 ; 

Of  the  Surplufles,  Exceffes  or  Overplus  Monies,  and  other 
Re\renues,  of  the  Fund  commonly  called  the  Sinking 

For  the  difpofition  of  Parliament, 

After  fatisfying  the  feveral  Annuities  and  other  Charges 
'  thereupon* 

X  HE  monies  r6maining  m  the  Exchequer  on  the  5th  day 
jof  April  1787,  of  the  furpluffes^  exceffes  or  overplus  mo- 
nies, and  other  revenues,  of  the  fund  commonly  called  the 
Sinking  Fund,  for  the  difpofition  of  Parliament,  after  br 
,tisfying  the  feveral  annuities  and  other  charges  thereupoBi 
amount  to  the  fum  of  one  million  two  hundred  and  twenty- 
iix  thoufand  feventy-two  pounds  two  fhillings  and  elerai 
pence  half-penny. 

.      Exchequer,  the  ijth  JOHN   HUGHSON, 

.    .  J^  dfjfpril  1787. 

A»^  Account  of  fums  paid  Into  the  Exchequer  on  account 
of  the  LAND  and  MALT  Taxes,  between  the  5th  Ja- 
nuary 1786  and  5th  January  1787., 

LANDTAXES. 


I^th     -     31.  Aid/  Jnno  1767 

2  2d      -     Do.     - 

-    '775 

40th     -4s.  — 

-    1776 

42d      -            - 

-    1778 

43d     ^            — 

-    1779 

44th    -           — 

•  -    1780 

4Sth    -          — 

-    1781 

46th    -          — 

-    1782 

47th    -          — 

-    1783 

48th    -          — 

-    1784 

49th    -          — 

-    1785 

joth    -          — 

-    1786 

£' 

i' . 

i. 
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s 

i 

8,000 

0 

0 

500 

0 

0 
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12 

7J 

3.339 

14 

7, 

1,672 

15 

iii 
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15 

I 

342 

2 

10 

47.610 

6 

^1 

lOf 

241,960 

12 

1,380,147 

«3 

5* 

353.029 

10 

0 

£.  2,038,273    9   5i 
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MALT    DUTIES. 

£.     s.  4, 

It,  Juno  1784          -            -            -      12,752    e  o 

-     1785          .           .            -    501,916    o  o 


£.    514,668  ^o    o 

•  > 

Whequer,  the  ijtb  JOHN   HUGHSON* 

Account  of  the  fums  paid  into  the  Exchequer  on  ac- 
ount  of  the  LAND  and  MALT  Taxes,  between  the 

;th  day  of  April  1786  and  the  5th  day  of  April  1787. 

•  t       .     .    .■ 

LAND    TAXES, 
h    -    3*.  Aid,  /few  1767 
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n 

532,059  10 
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^.  •,925,919    a    If 


MALT    DUTIES. 

lt}ton^IaIt,  .<*»»p  1784  -        -        1,317    o    o 

f.       .-    ■•'■   "      1785  -       -    510,626    o    o 

'     ,C-    S">943    P    o 
E^ecBequir,  the  ivb  JOHN  HUGHSON, 
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An  Account  of  the  total  fums  paid  into  the  Exchequer  be* 
tween  the  5th  Janu^y  1786  and  the  5th  January  1787, 
on  account  of  the  DUTIjES  on  Hats,  Plate,  additional 
Duty  on  Ale  Licences,  Quack  Medicines,  Certificates  for 
killing  Game,  Duty  on  Pawnbrokers  Licences,  Attorneys 
Licences,  Gloves,  Poft  Horfes,  and  Perfumery;  diftin- 
guiftiing  the  fums  paid  on  account  of  each  Tax, 

Hats        -        .        .        -        .  .  37>9S8 

Additional  duty  on  ale  licences        -  -  23,871 

Plate        -         .          -         .        .  .  23,584 

Quack  medicines         -          .        •  -  12,608 

Certificates  for  killing  game  -  -  46^784 

Pawnbrokers  licences          -  -  •  4jSOS 

Attorneys  licences        -        -        -  -  24,832 

Gloves        ----.•.  17,061 

Po|ft  Horfes         .        -        -  -  -  146,204 

Perfumery         -        -         ^        -  -  4^703 


s. 

J. 

8 

6 

II 

u 

4 

10 

% 

18 

II 

2 

II 

8 

0 

£.  342,113  14  J 


Stamp  Officiy  J.  LI-OYD,  Pro  Comptr^ 

^m^ary  nth  1787.  .        ^ 

An  Account  of  the  total  fums  paid  into  the  Exchequer  bo» 
tween  the  5th  of  April  1786  and  the  5th  of  April  1787^ 
en  account  of  the  DUTY  on  Hats,  Plate,  addition^ 
Puty  on  Ale  Licences,  Quack  Medicines,  Certificates  foi 
Jcilling  Game,  Duty  on  Pawnbrokers  Licences,  Attornqf^ 
Licences,  Gloves,  Poft  Horfes,  and  Perfumery;,  diftiib 
.  guilhing  the  fums  paid  on  account  of  each  Tax. 

Hats         -         -         *        -  -»  -  40,183 

Plate        -        •       -       •  -  -       17,761 

Additional  duty  on  ale  licences  -  •-  23,101 

Qjoack  medicines         -         -  i  •  ^3»3i2 

Certificates  for  killing  game  -  -  47*865 

Pawnbrokers  licences          -  •  -          4,880 

Attorneys  licences        -        -  •  -  26,876 

Gloves        ^        -        -        -  ^  —         18,150 

Poftfiorfes        -        -       -  -  -  i53»i6o    6--,  6 

Perfumery         -         -         -  -  -          0,197    6  0 

^  •  "  - 

£^  353^487   8  " 

Stamp  Officty  \  \JLOXD^  Pro  Comptjr. 

^Jt^ril  ^th  I'^Z'].  " 
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D    E    B    A    T    E    S. 


CGOUNT  of  the  SUMS  arifing  from  the  Duties  on  In- 
BiTED  Houses,  under  an  z6k  of  the  24th  year  of  His  prefofld 
jefty^.whichy  in  pjarfuance  of  the  iaii  a£l,  have  been  paid  ovtti 
the  perfons  apppinted  to  receive  the  fame,  to  the  Receiver  Ge^ 
al  of  his  Majefty's  Cuftoms,  between  the  5th  of  January,  1^86^ 
I  the  5th  of  January,  1787.- 


COUNTIES. 


fet        — 


k 


A  Divifion  of  Eflcx 
lidiDg  of  York 


gham 
f  London 

Ik        — 


ker  

,  Lower  Divifion 
ampcon  and  Rutland 
Hiding  of  York 
Bftcr  — > 

ick  ■ 


UB  and  NorthumberUBd 
idcr        — 


r 


leilirit^  and  Weftmd»l»d 
tflofndon '        «— 


Receirers  General. 

S.  Crompton     -^ 
Sir  B.  Bridges,  Bart. 

Do.  — 

Ch.  Htitchingt    - 
T.  Phippi     — 

F.  Stewart    — 
Wm.  Filher    — 
R.  Andrews     — • 

G.  Cooke       — 
Jo.  Ford    - 
Geo.  Mafon 

C.  £.  Wilfonn    -> 
R.  Kerrifon       — 
Wm.  Fiflier    -     - 
Sir  B.  Bridges,  Bart, 
P.  Cobb        — 
R.  Ruding         — 
Ph.  Box       — 
T.  W.  Partington 
Geo.  Cooke     -    - 
Jof.  Berwick    — 

B.  Troughton    — 
F.  Steward      — 
W.  Filher         — 
S.  Francis        — 
R.  R.  Drewe     — 

C.  E.  Wilfonn    - 
Do.     —  »      — 

R.  Kerrifon 
A.  Surtees       — 
T.  Walker      — 
Jo.  Gregfon    — 
J.  Deane    -        - 
S.  Crompton     — 
Jo.  Deane         — 

Do.     —        — 
Bryan  Troughton 
J.  Fcawlck    -     - 
C.  E.  Wilfonn    *- 
Tho.  Mills     — 
R.  Ruding    -    - 
M.  Atkvnttiti    -^ 
C.E.WiVCoim    --^ 
J.  Sj^Bk       — 


Sums. 


4a6 


PARLIAMENTARY 


COUNTIES. 


City  of 'Loadoa        .^  .^ 

JViItt  ■  

Cornwall         —  .. 

Etfttrn  Divirion  of  EflTez  

i^orth  Siitain        — ^  

Warwick         -  .■     ■■  »..•» 

Surrey        —  —  — . 

Somcrlct  m 

Haatt  .        -~  .. 

Do.  ^-  .^ 

Weft  Riding  of  York         m 

Korthampton  and  Rutland     - 
Dorfet  —  ... 

Weft  Riding  of  York  

Chcftcr  —  _ 

Do.  —  ,-« 

Wilts  ^ 

Weftem  Divifion  of  Sicx        — - 
Suffolk        ~—  ' 

City  of  London  ' 

Bedford       ■      ■   '-  _ 

Cardigan,  Carmarthen^  and  Pemliroke 
Harts        ~  _  _ 

Do.        —      .i^  - 

Warwickf.         '   " ..^ 

North  Wales        ,      ,     ■         

,  Hereford  - 

Worcefter    ,    —  

City  of  London 


Lower  Divifion  of  Bucks       — ' 

North  and  Eaft  Ridings  of  York      

Cambridge        —  

Nottingham         ■.  .^' 

Leicefter  - 

Gloucefter         ■  — ^— — 

i&erks  — 

IWbik  .  ^ 

StRey        —         —  

3udcs         »■  ■ 

Cambridge         — .  ^^ 

Kent  . ^  - 

Weft  Riding  of  York  • 

.  Suffolk         ■ 

Cumberhnd  and  W^morcland      — 
Somerfht            ^^                   .^ 
i>a.  , 


Receivers  General. 

C.  E.  Wilfonn 
TTio.  Phipps      - 
C.  Raflileigh       - 
R*  Andrews     — - 
Hon.  Keith  Stewart 

B.  Tronghton     - 
Jo.  Fo^d        ••— 

C.  Hntchings     « 
Jo  Jennings     -* 

Do.         • 

Geo.  Cooke  — 

D.  Hamilton  — 
Do.     -  - 

X.  W.  Partington 

F.  Steward     — 

G.  Cooke       — 
T.  Mills        — 

Do.         — 
T.  Phipps         — 
J.  Ycldam,  jun. 
T.  Fenn        — 

Do.       - 
C.  E.  Wilfonn    — 
Jo.  Miller,  jun. 

Do.      f-        -      ' 
P.  Dubuiflbn     — • 
Jo.  B.  Weft     — 

Do,         — 

B.  Troughton     — 
Bell  Lloyd     -    - 
J.  Cam    - 

Jof.  Berwick    — 

C.  E.  Wilfonn   - 
P.  Box  — 
M.  Conftable 

C.  Pcmberton     — 
Geo.  Mafon     -— 

Do.     - 
R.  Ruding      — 
Sir  Jo.  Guife,  Bart. 

Do.  — 

Jo,  Deane         — . 
R.  KerriCbn     — 
Jo.  Ford         — 
Hv*  Tomkins     •« 
S    Francis         — 
Sir  B.  Bridges,  Bart. 
G.  pooke     — 
Jo.  S^ink       «-« 

Do-  ^        ^ 


A.  i78f. 
Sims, 

—     a    t 

tooo  —  «- 

"79  7  — 
4000  — -  — . 
3000  —  — 
1000  —  — 
1500  —  -^ 

3500 

6s    it    I 

6584     a  .1 

13     s  ^ 

131-  —  — 

*57 ^ 

a6oo  —  — 

1500  —  — 

1000  —  *• 

J50  — - 

400  —  •- 

180  li  7 

3000  — '*- 
2500  — •  — 
5000  .^■.t- 

s  0,000  — •J** 

19  ft  f 

aioo  «•  -* 
400  .««.« 

935     8    • 

3503  —#  — 

SOOO  «-i-i« 
I00#  »•  — 

1400  —  — 

lOOO-^  — 

5000  — — 
1 500  -^  —    ' 
5006  —  — 
aoo»  —  — 
«4«6    4    ' 

SOOO  *^^ 

1000  —  — 

IO0O.^-  — 

1500  — — 

SOOO  —  — 

500  —  — 

800  —  — 

3atfo 

«  13  l\ 
toco  —  — 
5000  — -• 
1000  —  •* 
\«*o  ♦—— 

-  \lwt 


;87*  D   E    B 

C  O  U  N  T  I  £  S. 

im  and  Nonhumberlaod 
organ 

ST 


Ytmd  Eaft  Ridinn  of  York 
»r4        

agham 
MM^pcon 


AXES. 

Receiver!  Gcaenl. 

A.  Surtees    -     - 
E.  Traheme      — 
T.  Mills         — 

E.  Wilkinf      — 
Do.  — 

S.  Crompton     — 

F.  Cobb     - 
R.  R.  Drewe    — 
R*  Kerrifbn      — 
Sir  Jo.  Guifc,  Bart. 
Oeo.  Cooke       — 
Jo  Gregfob     - 
R.  R.  Drewe      - 
Ch.  Rafhleigh     - 

—  Jo.  Gregfon      - 

B.  Claypon     -    - 
D.  Hamilton      — 
Fr.  Cobb     - 
Wm.  Mirford    -^ 
Jo*  Deane         - 
Somerfet  Davics  - 
Paul  Morgan    m 

C.  E^WilfoiA    •- 
T.Walker    -    • 
T.  W.  Pirtiiigtd!! 
J.  Herbert        «- 
Bell  Lloyd      — . 

D.  Hamiltoa  - 
Tho.  Phippt  — 
C.  Hucchingt    « 

Do.    -  -» 

F.  Stewart  — 
Jo.  Spink  «        -« 

G.  Cooke  ^      « 
Jo.  Cam  «k 

Do.     - 
T.  Walker     • 
M.  Conftable     • 
Jo.  Miller,  jun. 
Jo.  Ford        — 
R.  Ruding      «• 
Geo.  Mafon      - 
Jo.  Jennings      — 
Sir  B.  Bridget 9  Bart. 
Sir  Jo.  Guife,  9art« 

Do.        -  m. 

W.  Fifliet    -       ^ 
Jbf.  Berwick    * 

Do.     - 
Jas.  Coles    -«       p> 
Vh.'BoiL    - 
P.  DtYmiiSoT^ 
3l  % 


4^7 


Sums* 

a4#o  —  r- 
*o  »  si 
3«»o  —  ^ 

1700  —  — 
3700  — ^w 
1000  '-—  — 
4000  —  —  ' 
1500  —  — 
496  IS  i»| 

•o  —  — 
1500  •-  — 

773  ».  5  . 
tooo  —-  —  - 
1500  —  — 
tooo  —  -i- 
4000  — .  —  . 

400  —  ~ 

tooo  —  — ' 
6ooo  —  — 
a|oo  —  —  ' 
3000  —  -• 

«oo • 

£0»00#  — •  — 

tooo  —  — 
400  —  -^ 
tooo  -^  -• 
tooo  —  *• 
tioo  —  -* 
aooo  —  •^ 
tooo  — *  -• 

3S«  —  — 
tooo  — '•• 

tooo  —  •» 

too  —  — 

Soo  —  — 

•  tooo  —  — 

tooo  —  — 

sooo  —  -• 

3*o  —  — 

.  4000  —  — 

tooo  —  -• 

tooo  -»  •— 

700  —  ^ 

400^^-*-  — 
t6o  —  — 
tSoo  —  -• 
aooo  —  — 
400  —  — 
tioa  —  — 
1^00  —  — 


^a^  PARL 

COUNTIES. 


D^vpn        '  .  —'      *■ 

IJqrham  and  Northumberland        -^ 
Wtft  riding  of  York        —  — - 

Dorfet  » 

Devon      ^  —  — 

City  of.'l^pndon  —  -- 

Durham  and  Northumberland        *-< 

Dd,.  

Lincoln  '         —  «-• 

Norfolk        '   — 

Warwick  — ^  — 

Suffolk  —  — 

Berks  ■ 

Lancafter         ■  ■ 

City  of  London     «  ■« 

Cbefter        -^  — 

WarMrick        —                -^  -        — ^ 
EiTez        —  ^ 

Do.""    .  ^. 

J)o.  .  -i— -       .  .  --^ 

Sajpp^   '—  ,  .        .  —  — 

Norfolk     .       — .     .  — 

N^rth  and  *£afl  Riding  of  York      -« 
Btf^oui  I^dlnor,  and  Montgomery 
C^Upbejjand  and  Wedmoreland         •— 

JJo,  .     .     —  r        ~ 

Wil^s  .      x^r— .. 

Suffolk  —    "     '  — 

\\fywick 


W^RidfngofYork        *    ■ 

HajBtt^,  ,'    ' , 

Dpifct,      r 

Do,  r—  -, 

Derby      ,—  ^   -* 

Sopperfet  —  ^ , 

J>o.'    ;j  ■      :    '   -' 

Bedfor4     —  — 

.bo.  t 

Wqrcefter  — 

N^bampton  and  Rutland 

^O.         4f      — «  1.    -«- 

Nprfo'lk    "  : 

^ittftw.      — ;- 

Jcjcefgrd,  .— 

tingham  • 

^u        ""  — 

i.  ajtdSa£t  Riding  of  York 


ENTARY 

A.i|i». 

Receivers  General* 

Sums. 

R:  R.  Drewe   ^  - 

lOOO  —  — 

A.  Surtees     — 

1300  —  -^ 

Geo.  Cooke       -> 

900  —  -^ 

F.  Steward       •— 

500  —  — 

R.  R.  Drewe     — 

500  —  — 

C.  E..Wilfonn     - 

20,000  — >  — • ' 

A.  Surtees      — 

740  —  — 

Do.          — 

870  —  — .' 

T.  Fydell     -     - 

1000  —  — 

Ro.  Kercifon     — 

1500  —  — 

B.  Troughton    - 

366  u     t 

T,  Fcnn         — 

|i7     B     if 

Jo.  Deane       — 

500  —  — 

Jo.  Gregfon      -— 

iooo  —  — 

C.  E.  Wilfonn     - 

aoyooo  *^  •-« 

T.  Mills        — 

a^.50  —  — 

R.  R.  Drewe    — 

•83    15    9 

D.  Hamilton     -— 

500  —  — 

B.  Troughton    - 

1000  —  — 

R.  Andrews      — 

aooo  —  -^ . 

Do.     - 

3000  —  -*: 

Jo.  Ycldham     - 

tSoo  m^  — 

S.  Davies     -         •« 

J  000  —  -^ 

W.  Fiflier      — 

1000      1— *     -M    • 

M.  Conilable     -r 

losi  13  it 

Jo.  Herbert 

fOOO    —  — • 

M.  Atkinfon     - 

i€oo  —  — *• 

Do.     .    — 

aooo  —  — 

T.  Jhipps     — 

500  •—  — ^ 

T.  Walker      — 

a  500  ■—  — • 

Jo.  Spink        —^ 

300  —  — 

T.  Little         — 

aooo  —  •— 

G.  Cooke         — 

a  too  —  -• 

Jo.  Jennings     -— 

50^00  *—  — 

F.  Stewart         — 

500  •—  —■ 

Do.         w. 

t*oo  —  — 

Su  Cxampton     - 

500 

C.  Hutchings    -» 

200  — •  — •. 

Do.    —        — 

»200   ^-  — 

Jo.  Miller,  jun.  ^ 

^0 

Do.    — .         — 

500   —  — 

J  of  Berwick      - 

1300 

T,  W.  Partington 

1  800   —  -« 

Do.         -- 

tioo  —  — i 

W*  Fifiier       — 

1000  —  — 

H.  C.  Cotton     — 

3000     -^    *mm 

Jo.  Cam       — 

800    —    — 

Geo.  Mafon    — 

Soo  — -  «« 

Do.     —      — 

800 

M.  Con«L2LV\t    — 

^^0  —  — 

3o£.  ^«yj\tV     - 

-ii^  ^  iK 

OYifte-j  '^^wU^ 

CO  U  N-T  lEJ. 


M: 


RidiDg  of  York 

Ik  '.:^ 

r  '■ 

fter 


«.Bitft  Kiding  "of  York  — 

m  su^d  Northumba  land      .     — 


» 

ti 

c4    ■• 

fftt     • 


i    '  ~ 

bfgiii^  '  .» 
Riding  of  York . 
riOI.  .' 

l'        *        ■  — 

4  Baft  Ridingft  of  York 
r4  -^'       •    — 


hbuf li 

k 


ReceivMTs  General* 

•  S.  Crompton     ^^^ 

•  Sir  Jo   Guife,  Bart, 

Do.         — 
Do.      - 

•  Sir  B.  Bridgc8j  Bart, 

Do.    —        — 

B.  Troughton  — 
Hy.  Tompkins  — 

•  Jo.  Ford     — 

S.  Davies         — 

■  J.  B.  Weft     -     ^ 
Geo,  Cooke         —— 

-     Wm.  Filher     — 

■  Jo.  Ford     -         - 
R.  Ryding         — 
M.  Conftable     — 
F.  Steward      — 
A*  Surtees      — 

Do.     —  — 

Wm.  Fiflicr  -     - 

Jo.  Deane  — 

C.  Raihleigh  — 
Do.     —  — 

R,  Kerrifpn  .  ^  -i— 
Jo.  Miller,  jux^.  — 

Do.  ^  — 

T.  Little     —  — 

W    Mltford  ■  — 

C.  Pcmbercoa  — 

Do.  — 

S.  Crompton  — 

C.Hutchings  — 

S.  Davies  — 

R.  R.  Drewe  — 

E.  Traherne  — 
Geo.  Cooke  — 
C.  Raihleigh  — 
R.  R.  Drewe  — 
Bell  Lloyd  — 
M    Conftatlc  — 

F.  Cobb  — 
Do.  — 

•Jo.  Deane  — 

P,  Morgan  — 

S.  Crompton  — 
K.  Stewart  — 

Do,  — 

T.  W.  Partington 
T.  Walker    .     — 
Jo.  Spink  — 

Wm.  M.a£ord     — 
T.  M\\l%  - 


4^ 


Stunt. 


50a  —  -—• 

40  — -^ 

I,O0O   —  •— 

800  —  — • 
6»o«o  — *  — 
,,500  —  — 

143    II  ft- 

6>ooo  —  — 
1,500  —  — 

5,000  —  — • 
1,000  —  — * 

300  —  — 
a, 100  —  — 
3,000  —  — 

448   14     5 

£12    —    «— l' 

»,oo4  —  — 
1,000  —  — 

£,500  —  — 

500  —  — 
500  —  — 

1,000   —  — * 
*o   —  •— 

30 

III    I     n 

3S3    13 

1,064     4 
2,000  — 

644     3 

100  —  — 

500  —  — 

1,400  —  — 

1,458      1      ^ 

800  —  — • 

2,000  —  — 

1,200  —  — 

700  —  *— 

2,000  —  — 

1,000  —  — 

2,000  —  — • 

451      6     4* 

500  —  — 

3    14     7i 

2,000  —  — 

2,ooe  —  — 

500  —  — 

500  —  — 


.1 


i« 


4» 


PARLIAMENTARY  A*  178;. 

COUtlTIES*  Rcceiirtrt  Gt&cnL  tiims. 


City  of  tmim 

LiocQla 
Sofibik 
Smrey 
Konbamptcm 


tS  April,  1 787' 


Job  Oregfon         — •  500  «*  «»• 

Do.                •—  -  4>500  -*  — 
C-  F.  Wilfon»<  -•  -    aoyooo  —  — 

Jo.  Deane           •^  .  590  «^'«m 

T-  Fyt'ell           •-•  i»soo  —  j-t 

Jo.  Spink            ^**    .  i9l^0  ••  •■? 

Jo.  Ford             —    -  |,5Qp.W>  mm 

T.  W.  Ptrtinpon  50Q  —  — 


£.     481,415     7    Jj 


For    B  AMBER    GASCOYNE,    Efq. 
Receiver  GencraU 

J.    M  I  L  LS. 


SUPPLIES  granted  by  ParBament  in  the  Fourth  Seffion  of  Ac 
i6th  Parliament  of  Great  Britain^  a7th  year  of  King  G£0»  UL 
1787.  ' 

For  maintaining  1  S^doo  feamtn,  including  38  &o  mar|iics«  tod 

other  naval  fcrvices  -^  —  ""^  ....  ^4^'«3<6  1^    • 

For  the  army  17,63?^  eflTcQivc  men  (includttig  a03oinvalHif) 

for  guards,  ^c.  in  Great  Britain  —  ~ 

For  forces  for  plantationi,  &c.  for  1787  —  •— 

For  difference  for  Br'itilb  and  Irlfls  pay  for  6  regimentt  and  4 

companies  of  foot  in  North  America  for  the  year  17*7, 
For  the  pay  of  general  and  daff  officers  in  Great  Britain  in 

the  fame  year  ,— .     —  _  «- 

For  fall  pay  to  reduced  or  fupcmumcrtry  oficert  for  1787 
For  one  regiment  of  light  dragoons  and  ^  ^ttalions  of  foot 

employed  in  the  Weft  Jndics  —  —  --i 

To  the  paymafter  general  and  other  officers  of  the  army     — 
To  the  office  of  ordnance  for  land  fervice  for  1717         — 
Toredttced  ofnccrs  of  land  forces  and  marines  for  the  fame 

To  reduced  officers  of  the  horfe  guards  for  the  fame  year 
To  reduced  officers  of  the  Britilh  American  forces  for  the 

fame  year  —  _  —  ...        ' 

More  for  the  fame  purpofe  —  —  ..— 

To  the  officers  late  in  the  pay  of  thc.States  General  for  the 

fame  year  —  —  —  — 

For  Chelfea  Hofpital  for  the  fame  year  —  — ' 

For  pcnfions  to  officers  widows         _  —  -J. 

For  diflference  of  BritiOi  and  Irifh  pay  for  fcvcral  battalion^ 

and  companies  of  foot  for  fevcral  periods  In  17 £6         — 
Fdr  extra  expences  of  land  forces  from  25  Bee.  1785  to  24 

Dec.  1786  —  —  —  — 

7^0  p^y  €ff  Exchequer  bills  of  \aft  Ce{C\on         —        — 
Tiie  like  for  a  further  ftim  of  de(kc\«uc\t%  — 


1 


648,487 

«34.4*l^. 

1 
..I 

•1 

'   Mi4 

>i 

* 

*»4** 

«3,flD 

IS 

J 

M30 
3»!»J74 

1 

It 

>7 

>7»f174' 

1 

-    4»9o; 

10 

'9 

3.4** 

»7l,$t$ 

|ia8«% 

11 

»5 
8 

10 

3i»53 

11 

"^^•^.117  If 

£• 

if. 

.«8»574 

lO; 

i»7,79* 

1 

J5»«I9 

S 

»«4.«34 

s 

n,ao5 

II 

»9*»44« 

7 

53«»*«* 

4 

a3Ji4»0 

i 

140,3*4 

10} 

5»«5« 

4 

1,900 

• 

4.30t 

• 

S,IOO 

0 

a:i7S7.  ':i>  e  b  at  e  s.  451 

V 

To  moke  good  to  tho^ltbkiiig  Paad  deficiencies  of  a&auitiet 

grantod  by  31  Geo.  II.  for  1758  to  5  Julj  1784  — 
Hbeiikeby  18  Geo.  III.  for  1778  to  10  Oa.  1786  — 
The  like  by  19  Geo.  III.  for  1779  to  5  July  1786  — 
l%tlikc-by  loGfo.-IlK  for  1780  to  10  Oft.  1786  — • 
Tktlikobf  ta  Geo.  111.  for  1781.105  July  1786  — 
The  ilkf  by  13  Oto.  Ifl.  for  1783  to  10  OSk.  17S4  — 
Tkoiatcl^a4&  15  Geo.  for  1784  and  1785  to  5  July  1786 
For  deCdencies  and  lofs  by  repeal  of  duties  on  tea  by  14  and 

15  9t6i  III.  in  1784  and  1785  to  5  April  1786      — - 
for  dcfideiicicr  of  gnints  for  1786  -^  — 

Jbr  dvil  tftiblilliinaat  of  Kova  Scotia  from  1  Jan.  1787  to 
'*tjan.t7il  —  —  —  _ 

The  like  of  t/U  John's  Ifland  for  the  fame  time    —        — - 
The  like  of  Nc%  BrtiniWick  from  14  June  1  787  to  the  fame 

day  in  J788  —  —  -^  -^ 

The  like  of  Cape  Breton  for  the  fame  timo        —  — i 

The  like  of  Newfoyndiand  from  t  April  1787  to  the  Ume 

^dayint7M  •     —     .  -^  —         —       f,i8t  to    o 

■f  or  ialariefl,  Jcc  in  Eaft  Florida  from  14  June  1785  to  the 

lame  day  in  1786         <-.        .^        —        .^^        —  t,4oo     o    • 

For  fidary  of  Chief  Juftice  of  the  Bermuda  iilands  from  24 

Jttne  1787  to  the  (ame  day  in  1788  -«  —  580    o     • 

For  the  ciTil  cPablifliment  of  the  Bahama  iilaads  from  1  Jan. 

1787  to  fame  day  in  1788,  in  addition  to  the  falarics  paid 

out  of  the  duty  funds  —.  —  _.—      4,3^0     o     • 

Tor  the  civil  e(lablt(hment  of  New  South  Wales  from  to  Oft. 

1 784' to  the  fame  dAy  in  1787  —  .  .  —  a,877     o     • 

To  the  Britilh  Mufcum         —        — •        —         _  3 ,000     o    o 

?b  dirchai]ge  Exchequer  bills  granted  the  laft  feflion     —     3,000,000     o     o 
o  ThorAas  Cotton  to  difcharge  bills  drawn  by  the  Gover- 
aors  of  the  Bahama  iflands,  St.  John*9,  Nova  Scotia,  and 

.   NewBrunfwick        _        —        — .        —         —  S»»39     4     'l 

To  the  fame,  out  of.  the  Civil  Lift,  for  the  corami(rioQer&* 

e^pences  on  going  to  America  —  —  —  x,iiioi 

To  James  Mouat,  chief  clerk  to  the  coromlflloners,  for  fees, 

$tf.  for  falaries  and  ezpences  —  —  890     o     o 

To  Richard  Bradley  for  goods  bought  by  him,  to  pay  the 
purchafe  of  the'  ifland  Lc  Main  m  the  river  GamUa,  as  a 
fi^tlement  for  convifts,  and  fees,  &c.  —  -^    ^     457   10     6 

Yor  roads^  and  bridges  in  Scotland  for  ^7879  by  order  of  Ge- 
neral Mackay  —  —  —         —         7#*34     ^     o 

To<Z)avid  Jenkinfon  as  a  compenfation  for  the  three  firft  pay« 
ments  towards  the  loan  in  1784,  forfeited  to  ^he  Public 

.    throug  his  neglcft  in  illnefs         —  .      —         -—         —  52a     o     o 

For  the  forts,.. Vc.  in  Afripa  —         — .         _       _       13,000     o     o 

To  ChaVle/p  Pole,  agent  for  Mafahod  de  la  Mar,  for  the  fliip 
Herfteidier,  Capt.  Kemp  J^niTen  KUyn,  bound  from  A.m- 
fierdam  toSallee  and  Mogador,  in  Dec.  1780,  being  feized 
and  carried  into  Dover  by  the  Sultana  cutter,  Lieut.  Fa- 
bian, and  detained  tillFeb.  1782,  and  then  reftored  by  the 
iecrce  of  the  court  of  Admiralty,  and  for  gpoA*  V>t\oti^- 
ing  to  the  Empcroff  &c.  —  ,— .         —         -^  *>\^'\     ^     *» 


^ 
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ForbuUdingsftt  Somerfet  Hou£e  for  the  year  1717         "^  t$»«oo  •  a 

Tfo  the  American  Loyalifts  for  prcfent  iclicf      —      -  —  1 11,000  0  0 

To  the  cUim ants  of  Eaft  Florida             —          —  .    .   —  13,600  •  0 

For  repairs  of  Cat  water  Harbour       .       —          — *         —  x,ooo  0  e 

To  the  Commiflioners  of  public  accounts           -?—          *—    •■  15,000  o  q 

1>Dithe  fecretary  of,  Commiflioners  for  Eaft  Florida  claims  700  0  t 
To  the  fecretary  of  Commiflioners  inquiring  into  claims  of 

American  Loyalifts         —         —         —         _    /     ^-  .    4,44$  19  ^i 

To  the  fecretary  of  Commiflioners  of  Crown  lands           —  a^aoo  o  0 
To  make  good  money  ifl'ued  on  addrefles  by  the  Houfe  of 

Commons            —         —         —         —         _         _  i*»i38  i6  4} 
To  J.  Hatfell  towards  printing  the  Journals  of  this  feflxoD, 

tLud  an  itui^x  to  the  ^iji  *voL         —         _         —       —  1,000  0  0 

To  Commiflioners  of  public-  accounts               -^«               *^  7»500  0  a 
To  G.  White,  clerk  of  Committees,  for  trouble  and  evpenv 

ces  about  the  returns  of  the  poor  rates  and  charitablt  do* 

nations         —            _    —          •  _            —  3,000  0  0 

Total  Supplies    £,   12,457^096  15    3) 

Befldes  which,  by  addrefs,  to  be  paid  the  expences  of  printing 

and  delivering  the  Votefe  of  this  feflion  — —  -*•  e     o    o> 

Andalfo  the  expence  attending  the  printing  of  bills,  reports, 
and  other  papers  appointed  by  order  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons this  feflion  —  —  _  —  o    0    0 

In  this  fefTion  the  Confolidated  Fund  was  eftabliihed  inftead  of  the  Sinking Fntlj 
which  is  thereby  annihilated. 

Provisions  made  for  raifing  the  SUPPLIES  for  the  year  1787. 

By  Land  Tax  at  4s.  in  the  pound       —         — 
By  Malt  Duty  conynued  till  24  June  1788      — 
May  8.    By  Loans  and  Exchequer  bills,  3  A6ls     —    — 
Out  of  the  Confolidated  Fund  —  — 

Surplus  of  impreft  money  —  — 

Savings  from  the  army  in  1785  and  1786        — 
Out  of  furplus  in  Exchequer  for  land  forces  in  1785 
Surplus  of  the  Sinking  Fund  remaining  in  the  Ex- 
chequer 5  April  1787  —  —     1,226,07a     S  iij 
By  Lottery  of  50,000  Tickets  at  15I.  as.  9d.  each, 
500,0001.  in  prizes,  charged  on  the  fupplies  for 
this  year,  to  be  paid  at  the  Bank  i  Dec.  1788         756,875     0    • 


2,000,000 

0 

750,000 

0 

5,500,000 

0 

2,400,000 

0 

•1 

74iiO» 

9 

10 

44>8o6 

t 

;    180,000 

0 

Total  Provifion    £•  12,931,855 
Supplies  -  12,457,096 


.5    4} 


Excefs         •         £.         473>759     0    0 


New  Taxes  in  1787. 
Addmonal  duty  on  geneva  imported. 
I>itto  on  licences  to  deal  in  fp\r\tMou^  Y\quox%,  ?av^ 
A  duty  ©f  cxcifc  on  French  g\afa  Vuipoiud,, 
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An  allufion  having  1>een  made  by  Mr.  Francis,  in  hit  fpeech,  to  the  following 
ftcconrnty  we  have  thought  it  ncceffary  to  add  it  for  the  information  of  our  readers, 
iinpm  the  Morning  Herald  of  April  25,    1787. 

The  reporters  of  laft  Monday's  debate  in  a  certain  aflembly  dated  the  follow* 
hig  declaration,  as  made  that  day  by  Major  Scott  on  the  rubje6l  of  the   7000  !• 
vrhich  he  faid  he  had  expended  in  the  fervicc  of  Mr.  Haftings,  viz. 
EXTRACT. 

**  He  (the  Major)  faid,  that  if  the  fortune  of  Mr.  Haftingt  had  been  im- 
^*  paired  by  bribes  beftowed  in  this  kingdom,  the  expenditure  muft  have  been 
"  through  his  hands;  but  he  could  declare,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  greatcft 
"  bribe  he  had  ever  bedowed  was  upon  the  Editor  of  the  Morning  Herald^  who 
"  had  fince  repaid  him  with  a  continuance  of  abufe,  though  his  folc  offence  had 
**  been,  that  he  paid  on  that  occafion  the  full  amount  of  what  had  been  demand- 
**  ed.  He  could  alfo  plead  the  merit  of  having  expended,  on  tlie  account  of 
**  Mr.  Haftings,  upwards  of  7000  I.  in  procuring  intelligence,  and  forwarding 
**  difpatchesto  India.*' 

The  gentleman  who  was  Editor  of  this  paper  at  the  period  to  which  the  above 
declaration*  alludes,  thinks  it  incumbent  upon  him  to  refute  fo  illiberal  and 
groundlefs  a  charge. 

What  may  have  been  Major  Scott's  tranfa6lions  in  the  various  printing  offices 
of  the  metropolis,  to  which  his  aftive  zeal  for  his  employer  has  fo  repeatedly 
tranfported  him,  the  writer  of  this  article  neither  knows  nor  cares ;  nor  will 
he  difpute,  but  that  the  unfortunate  Governor  General  of  Bengal  may  find  him- 
felf  minus  7000  1.  or  that  in  a  buftle  of  fuch  complicated  agency,  Major  Scott 
may  accidentally  have  charged  that  fum  for  the  fccret  fervicc  of  the  Morning 
Herald,  which,  upon  recolleflion,  will  be  found  to  have  been  more  prudcntially 
applied.  All  the  writer  will  contend  is,  tliat  he  never  had  the  mod  remote  coi- 
refpondence,  direftly  or  indire^lly,  with  Major  Scott,  or  any  of  his  conneflions, 
in  the  courfe  of  his  life.  That,  to  the  hell  of  his  recolleftion,  he  never  be- 
kcld  the  perfon  of  the  Major,  till  he  faw  him  on  Tucfday  laft  upon  his  legs  in 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  confcqucntly  that  the  bribe  alluded  to  muft  have 
been  adminiftered  under  the  lulling  influence  of  an  opium  contra£t,  when  the 
receiver's  mind  could  not  pofTibly  be  imprclTcd  with  a  due  fenie  of  the  obli- 
gation. 

With  refpc£t  to  the  abufe,  as  ftatcd  by  the  Major,  it  is  an  exprelTion  almoft 
tbo  vague  for  a  reply.  If  to  have  been  reprefcnted  in  his  true  official  charadler, 
ts  tradacing  agent  to  Mn  Haftings,  or  to  have  had  the  mortification  of  finding 
a  fmall  fliare  of  his  own  wide-fpreading  inve£lives  recoil  upon  himfclf,  by  what 
he  deems  **  an  abufive  return,"  the  Major  may  polFibly  have  experienced  it. 
The  Editor  is  free  to  confefs,  that  he  did  once  interfere  with  Major  Scott's 
newfpaper  fyftcm,  and  that  in  a  manner  which  may  probably  have  provoked 
hit  refentment,  viz.  in  preventing  the  continuation  of  his  oriental  correlpon- 
dence  through  the  channel  of  the  Morning  Herald,  as  objeftionable  for  its 
ttnmterefting  prolixity,  but  more  fo  on  the  fcore  of  its  incrcafmg  perfonality  t 

The  pecuniary  tranfaftions  between  Major  Scott  and  the  Morning  Herald  of-" 
lice,  the  following  account  current,  extrafted  from  the  books,  and  atteftcd  up- 
•n  oath,  will  fully  explain.  Involving  a  detail,  which,  but  for  the  i/nexam«- 
plcd  cOndn€t  of  Major  Scott,  muft  always  have  remained  confidential,  it  i» 
painful  to  be  compelled  to  lay  fuch  a  ftatemenr  before  the  Public  ;  but  for  this, 
imidft  various  other  infmuations.  Major  Scott  alone  muft  be  refponfible  to  his 
ill-fated  employer. 

AFFIDAVIT- 
MidiU/ex  tff  wit.     Thomas  Hurldonc,    of  t\it  v'^xx^  o^  %^.  ^^>^»  C.w«J 
?«ft/eii,  jn  fAe  county  cf  Middlefcx,  Ghic£C\ttVL  2Liia.ttt»l>^«  ^i  >^V^^^ 
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ing  Herald  ofSce,  voluntarily  maketh  oath  and  faith,  that  on  or  about  the  x7th 
of  September  178^,  Major  Scott  came  to  the  faid  office,  and  faid,  he  f^ould 
bavc  occafion  to  publifh  various  letters,  paragraphs,  &c.  in  the  faid  Morning 
Herald  on  Eaft-India  matters,  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haftings,  thtn  Governor  Ge- 
neral of  Bengal,  or  words  to  that  purpofe,  for  which  he  would  pay  the  cuftoma- 
ry  charges-  That  the  account  fubjoined  was  accordingly  opened  with  the  faid 
Major  Scott,  who  from  that  period  became  a  frequent  vifitor  at  the  faid  office, 
to  bring  bis  different  writings  tor  publication.  That  the  Morning  Herald  was 
for  nsoFC  than  fifteen  months  open  to  the  correfpondence  of  the  faid  Major  Scott 
on  Afiatic  fubjefls.  That  the  faid  Major  Scott,  during  the  courfc  o*'  thefc 
traufaf^iops,  feveral  times  exprefled  his  earncft  dcf>rc  to  be  introduced  to  the 
gentleman  at  that  time  Proprietor  and  Editor  of  the  Morning  Herald,  and  com- 
miflioned  the  deponent  to  make  his  (Major  Scott's)  compliments  to  him,  requeft- 
ing  an  interview  with  him,  which  the  faid  Proprietor  and  Editor-  as  repeatedly 
declined. 

And  this  deponent  farther  faith.  That  he  verily  believes  r\o  other  fum  of 
money  was  ever  paid  by  the  faid  Major  Scott  to  any  perfon  whatever,  on  ac- 
count of  the  Morning  Herald,  than  what  is  dated  as  takeivy  and  will  appear  by 
the  following  authentic  account,  extracted  from  the  books  of  the  faid  Morning 
Herald  office.  T.  THURLSTONE. 

Sworn  at  the  public  office  in  Bow-ftreet  this  4th  day  of  April  1787,  before 
me,  Wm.  KITCHENER. 

ACCOUNT. 

MAJOR   SCOTT   to   the    MORNING   HERALD,        Dr. 

1,782. 
Sept.  19.  Introdu6tory  letter,  figiied  Juvenis   *  -  -  41a 

13.  Letter  addreffed  to  the  right  honourable  Edmund  Burke  and 

General  Richard  Smith,  figncd  Afiaticus  -  -      1x16 

Oft.     7.  Letter  the  firft,  figned  Dete£lor  -  -  -        2    12  ft 

9.  Deteilor's  fecood  letter  -  -  •  220 

12.  Ditto  third  letter  -  -  •  -     3     3  © 

15.  Letter  (igned  Afiaticus      ^        "  •  -  110 
A  puff  for  a  publication  of  the   Major's,  entitled,  a  Re- 
view of  the  Tranfaftions  in  Bengal             -             -           070 

16.  Fourth  Letter,  figned  Detector  -  -  -       2   12  e 
18.  Fifth  ditto  ditto               -                -              -              -  3     3  © 

Two  paragraphs  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haftings         -       •^-         out 
jn.  Sixth  letter,  figncd  Dcteftor  -  •  -     3      3  ^ 

Paragraph,  in    anfwer  to  one  inferted  in  an  evening  paper 

againft  Mr.  Haftings  -  -  -       ».   9  • 

23.  Seventh  letter,  figned  Deteftor  -  -  -490 

26.  Major   Scott*s   fpeecli  in  defence  of  Mr.  Hafliagt  at  the 

Eaft-India  Houfe  -  -  -  -        5   10  6 

28.  Continuation  of  the*  above  fpeech  -  -         -  2     ft  6 

Eighth  letter,  figned  Deteftor         -  -  -  -440 

31.  Letter,  addrciTed  to  the  Eaft-India  Proprietors  -  220 

An  advertifement,  figned  John  Scott  -  -         -050 

Nov.    !•  Ninth  letter,  figned  Detcftor  -  -  -  *»3ioo 

.    ^.  Paragraph  in  defence  of  Mr*  Haftings  -  -  080. 

Tenth  Utter ^  iigncd  Dcteftot  -  -  -  -^  \\  ^ 

5.  Letter  addreffed  to  the  Piopr\ttoT^  fJi  "Bi^^*ltv^\^^oO«.,  ^\'^* 

ed  an  Independent  Proprietor 


^     V 


•^  >^« 


tM»  Eleventh  ktttr,  ligned  DetcaoK  -  •      ^J^' 
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»▼«  12.  Paragraph,  contradif^ing   another  inferted   in  a  morning 

paper                  -                  -                   --  -«$6 

'13*  Letter  figncd  A  iiaticus                  -                    •              •  i    11   6 

18.  Part  of  petedlor's  12th  letter                    -  .                -  i    11    6 

'    20,  Twelfth  letter  concluded                   .                   -  •     3    xo  o 

25.  Thirteenth  letter,  figned  Detc£lor            *       -  -          i    17   6 

29.  Paragraph                  -            ,      -                   •  -060 


Paid  December         64     i  6 


} 


tc.  20.  Queries   to   Mr,  Fox,  Mr.   Burke,   and  General    Sihith, 

iigned  An  Independent  Proprietor  -  •  i    li   6 

25.  Governorjohnfton's  fpecch  •  -  -         i    11   6 

7«|. 

an.    6«  Juftification  of  the  Mahratta  war  •  -  -0130 

b,  10.  Letter  addrefled  to  General  Smith,  figncd  Jackall         -  i    11   ^ 

Advertifement  for  a  fervant  -  -  -036 

13«  Letter  to  the  Proprietors  of  Eaft-India  flock,  figned  An  In- 
dependent Proprietor  -  -  -  -220 
17-  Puff  for  Major  §cott,  on  his  eagernefs  to  give  the  Direc- 

tors  the  earlieft  intelligence  from  India  r  -      i    1 1   6 

15.  Letter- add reiTed  to  the  honourable  Edmund  Burke,  figned 

Afiaticus  -  -  -  -1116 

arch  4.  Paragraph  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haflings 
5'  Ditto 

6.  Ditto  -  -  -  . 

7-   Ditto  .  -  .  - 

10.  Letter  to  the  right  hon.  Edmund  Burke,  iigned  Afiaticus  2  12  6 
^7,  Letter,  figned  An  Old  Correfpondent  -  -  i    11   6 

3't^  Ditto,  addrciTed  to   the   Proprietors    of  Eafl-India   (lock, 

figned  An  Independent  Proprietor  •  •     x      i   o 

Paid  by  Major  Scott,  30th  April  1783  -  -1730 

pril    7.  Notice  of  th^  publication  of  a  pamphlet  by  Major  Scott  070 

Paragraph  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haflings  -  -  060 

]2«  Part  of  Governor  John  (Ion's  fpecch  relative  to  Mr.  Haftings  o   15  o 

J17.  Letter  to  General  Smith,  iigned  Afiaticus  •  i    il   6. 

22.  A  defence  of  Mr.  Haflings*  condu6l  •  -  i    11    6 

24.  Article  relative  to  the  appointment  of  a  Paymafler  in  India  0120 
15.  Againfl  the  Sele£l  Committee                      -                  t  05ft 

kpril25.  Paragraph  afTerting  that  Mr.  Haftingc  had  not  exceeded  the 

limitations  of  the  regulating  aft  -  .p.  o     5   6 

25.  Do.  endeavouring  to  ridicule  Mr.  Burke  -  056 
a8.  Letter  the  firfl  on  India  affairs,  figncd  Dete£lor  -  2  12  6 
^9*  Paragraph  in  favour  of  an  extcnfion  of  power  to  be  given  to 

the  Governor  General  -  -  .096 

Do.  reprobating  Mr.  Burke's  condud  relative  to  Mr.  Haf- 

tings  *  •  «  •  o     S  6 

30,  Dp.  an  attack  on  Mr.  Burke's  veracity  •  -     o     5  4 

39.  Defence  of  Mr.  Haflings'  borrowing  eight  hundred  thou- 

fsLnd  pounds  of  the  gentlemen  iu  and  onx.  Qi  \\it  Com^a.- 

Paid  by  Major  Scott  May  1 7  S  5  ^  -. .  '^'^^ 
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JVIay    I.  India  AfTatrs,  letter  id,  £gned  Detedor          •  ->  •    z  it    ( 

5.  Paragraph  charging  Mr.  Burke  with  incondftency  '      •  090 

India  Aflfairs,  letter  3d,  figned  Detcftor             -  .    -  212$ 

15.  Ditto,  letter 4th,  Ditto  -  -  -  -  3  iz  i 
ii.  Relative  to  tfce  Seleft  Committee's  conduft  •  -  096 
a9.  Againft  General  Smi):h              -              -              -  T  o     ^    s 

AfTerting  tha't  no  attention  was  paid  to  the  fpeechjBS  of  Mr. 

Burke  -  -•  -  -  -  056 

Letter  to  the  right  honourable  E.  Burke,  figned  No  Delin- 
quent -  •--  «  iio 
31.  That  miff  Jxicyous  con fequences  might  refult  from  the  vote 

of  the  Houfe  of  Commons         -  •  -  i   1 1    ( 

Paid  by  M^j or  Scott,  July  1783     £,   1*   19  '  $ 

.    .         .  •     I 

June   9.  To  the  proprietors  of  Eaft  India  dock,  letter  i$^h,  figned 

An  Independent  Proprietor  -  -  -  i     I    0      < 

10.  Stating,  that  under  the  authority  of  Parliament  an  inquiry 
would  take  place  into  the  conduct  of  feveral  gentlemea 
in  oppofition  to  Mr.  Haftings  in  India  '  -  a    (    ft 

16.  Two  paragraphs  in  favour  of  Mr.  Haftingf  -  o  11    0 
July          For  advertifing  a  pamphlet  by  Major  Scott,  entitled  Two 

Letters  to  ^he  right  honourable  E.  Burke,  13  days  Jn  the 

front  of  the  p^per  -  -  .-  3116 

17.  Letter  addrelTed  to  Mr  Debrett,  bookfeller,  figned  Dete6^or  %     t    0 

30.  Letter  in  praife  of  Major  Scott's  two  letters  to  Mr.  Burke, 

figned  A  Citizen  -  -  •  -  x     1    9 

31.  Charging  Mr.  Burke  with  wafte  of  the  public  treafurc  by 

Mr.  William  Burke's  appointment  in  India  -  0116 

Aug.   I.  Advertifing  a  paniphlet  -  -  •  -         056 

a.  Letter,  figned  A  Citizen  -  -  -  •»  180 

5.  Ditrd,  figned  Ditto  -  -  -  -  z     %    ^ 

9*  Ditto,  praifing  the  preface  to  Major  Scott's  pamphlet,  ad** 

dreffed  to  Mr.  Burke,  figned  A  Citizen  -  ^      ^     f 

XX.  Defence  of  Mr.  Haftings*  condu£l  towards  the  Munny  Be* 

gums,  figned  A  Citizen  •  -  -  ^      8     f 

14.  Dttehce  of  Mr.  Haftings  for  receiving  ten  lacks  of  rupees 

from  the  Vizier,  figned  A  Citizen  -'  •  z   it     i 

21.  Remarks  on  the  tenth  Report,  figned  A  Citizen  -■  1    xx     4 

^ept.   6.  Advertifing  the  Citizen's  letters  collected  into  a  pamphlet, 

in  the  front  of  the  paper,  on  the  9th  and  nth  -         o   xx     C| 

X I .  Letter  blaming  Mr.  Debrett  for  not  advertifing  Major  Scott's 

pamphlet,  with  th^  ninth  keport,  figned  A  Citizen  o   14     p 

Advertifing  the  Citizen^s  letters  in  the  front  of  the  paper, 

qn  the  itth,  13th,  15th,  1 6th,  1 8th  and  19th  •         s    13     p 

Paid  by  Major  Scott,  0£i:ober  1783     ^.  94x3     9 

Ofk.  10.  Letter  ftating  that  no  ufeful  purpofe  had  arifen  from  the 
parliamentary  ipyeftigation  into  Mr.  paftings*  conduft, 
hgned  An  Independent  Propnetot  -  -         %    %    \ 

fVJ?r.  S'  Ditto  to  the  proprietors  of  Ea^ludvai^ocV^,  ^^^xis:^  KCvCx- 

ZCQ  gnd  a  young  ProprUior  •  •  *        ^'  -^   ' 
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)T.  4*  Ditto,  figncd  an  Independent  Proprietor  -  -         i     5     • 

5.  Paragraph  contradi£ling  a  report  that  Mr.  Hafiiags' friendt 

meant  to  move  for  fettling  Lord  Clive's  jaghire  on  him     o    8     • 
7*  To  t)ie  proprietors  of  Eaft  India  dock,  figned  Dete£lor         2     a     • 
ip.  Speech  of  Mr.  Sulivan,  &c.  at  the  India  houfe  in  favour  of 

Mr,  Hafiings  -  .-.        -  -         itt€ 

13.  Two  paragraphs  ftating  thefubftance  of  fpeeches  in  filvovr 

of  Mr.  Hidings  •  •  •  -       •  t6     • 

t8.  Letter  figned  a  Citizen  •  •  -  riii6 

*  ao«  Paragraph  expreffing  that  Mr.  HaAings  impatiently  wiited 

%»  reply  to  the  charges  made  againfl  him  -         «         056 

Paid  by  Major  Scott,  December        £11     i     6 

ec,  8.  Articid  relative  to  Mr.  Fox's  India  bill  •  -         o  i(     • 

'     17,  Letter  to  the  right  honourable  £.  Burke,  (igned  Pqius  1     a     • 

18.  Ditto  to  Mr,  Burke,  figned  Poms  -  *  -         %  \%     % 

Paid  by  Major  Scott j(  September  1784        iC     5  »o     € 


Total    X144  •«     * 

Attcfted,  T.  HURLSTONfc 

Moft  of  tl^  articles  took  up  from  one  to  four  columns  of  the  paper* 

Tlie  aecompt  books  and  the  volumes  of  the  Morning  Herald  lay  ope«  fSac 
e  fnfpe^ion  of  any  gentl«nan  who  may  wiih  to  fatisfy  himfclf  of  the  trutk 
tt|e  above. 

Haying  thus  laid  the  whole  circumftanoes  of  this  fingular  cafe  before  die 
blicy  it  04ly  remains  for  the  writer  of  this  article  to  declare,  that  the  words 
ovc  cited,  and  giv.en  by  the  reporters  as  the  words  of  Major  Scott,  contaia 
f  grtffffi  falfehood.  that  ever,  was  uttered  for  the  purpofes  of  Deception ! 
The  letters  alluded  to  above,  under  the  fignature  of  De(e6lor,  Afiaticut,  A 
iti^n,  were  the  identical  ones  which  Major  Scott  afterwards  colle^edj^  ani 
iblU|ic4  in  %  volume  which  was  printed  for  Mr*  Debrett. 
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PARLIAMENTARY 


A.  1787. 


ABSTRACT  of  the  Overseers  Returns,  from  the  Report  of 
tbe  Committee  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  appointed  to  infpeft 
and  coafider  the  Returns  made  by  the  Overfeers  of  the  Poor,  re- 
lative to  the  State  of  the  Poor;  in  purfuance  of  two  Afts  paffed 
in  thelail  Seflion  of  Parliament  (23  May  1787). 


Medium  of  nett  M«-      Next  Expenccs  fortkc 

ney  annually  paid 

Poor  in  1776,  U- " 

Halves  of  the  Counties 

for  the  Poor,    for 

ken  from  the  Re- 

in England. 

the   Y^ars     1783, 

turns  then  made  to 

'  1784  and  1785. 

Parliament. 

£•      -f.  ^• 

£..      s.    d. 

Bedford^       . 

20,977     6  11 

16,662  17  -I 

Berks 

47,000  10     I 

36,718     2    8 

Bucks          - 

45.340    0     3 

31,745  16    0 

Cambridge    - 

26,175  12  10 

18,079    10   ID 

Chefter         r 

39,292'  0  II 

29,644   13     2 

Cornwall 

28,531  1.9    9 

22,004   II    10 

Cumberland     - 

ir,687   13    4 

8,029    19     2 

Derby 

22,924  15    3 

17,441     I    8 

D^von         -          - 

80,681  n     5 

62,481     2    6 

Dorfet 

31,528     8    6 

24.538    S    8 

Duiham 

19,530  12     4 

14,440  13 ',4 

Effex        -      .      - 

94,569  14    6 

74.067    3  s, 

Glocefter       - 

64,895     5    8 

S3.812    3    I 

Hereford 

16,727  18     2 

10,393    7    % 

.  Hertford 

3a>779    9    8 

25,486.   9    0 

Huntingdon      -    - 

12,162  14    5 

7.659    3  " 

Kent 

106,606    7  11 

80,150  10    0 

Lancafter 

73,363  14    8 

52,220    t>  II 

Lttceftcr        -       - 

30,805    5    0 

24,339  16    4 

Lfttic^n 

43,024    2    6 

31.930    8    7 

Middlefex     - 

94,012  17    7 

80,226  18    0 

London 

52,657  11    6 

49,067    0    2 

Weftminfter 

48,856    2     , 

44,969    3    » 

Monmouth 

8,108     I     3 

5.575     I    7 

Norfolk 

94,670  17    5 

64,296  13  10 

Northampton 

46,079    8    7 

35.232  15    8 

Northumberland    - 

20,737  16    2 

14,698  12    0 

Nottingham     -     - 

18,068    8    9 

11.833    I  " 

Oxford 

36,109    3    5 

28,750    4    9 
2,664    6    6 

Rutland         -         r 

3.537    5     I 

'Salop      r      -        - 

33^937    2    3 

22,316  10    X 

Somerfet 

66,2bT    0    <) 

^■iV\\     «,     X 

Southampton    -     r 

5^>9S^    ^    I 

^.^   \   ' 

DEBATES. 


>f  .the  Counties 
England. 


Medium  of  nett  Mo- 
ney annually  paid 
for  the  Poor,  for 
the  Years  1783, 
1784  and  1785. 


ick      - 
loreland 

ftcr     - 
Eaft  Riding 
orth  ditto     - 
^cft  ditto 


»f  the  Counties 
I  Wales. 


40,963  1 

69,407  : 

66,155 

72,877 

59^557 

5,616 

62,893 

i5>499 
18,865 

66,695 


Nett  Ezpences  for  the 
Poor  in  1776,  ta- 
ken from  the  Re- 
turns then  made  to 
Parliament. 


J. 

7 
I 

8 

10 
2 

3 
8 

9 

10 

7 
3 


32,088  17 
56,804  o 

49>743  19 
S4>734  8 
44,070 
2,834 
S4,o2i 

26,75s 
11,036 
12,676 
50,688 


J. 
I 

5 
8 

7 
.  o 

o 
10 

9 
7 
8 

5 


1,941,649  15  10    1,496,129    6    3 


?y     -     - 

930  5 

6 

169    I    9 

- 

4,237 10 

2 

2,407    15      2 

in       *        - 

2,248  1 

4 

1,084    iS      I 

^en     -     - 

S.671  3 
1.579  0 

3 

2,948    4    8 

ron 

I 

471  »7    8 

h        .        . 

9,762  0 

0 

S.364  14    8 

«» 

7.076   -5 

5 

4,043  12    0 

rgan 

8,817  10 

9 

5,300  19  11 
1,046  16    5 

«th     . 

2,256    I 

9 

oniery 

8,970  17 

2 

5,508  15    7 

>ke      - 

S,'50  15 

I 

3,049    8    3 

- 

3,888  13 

7 

2,254    9  11 

• 

60,588  10 

I 

33.650  13  i<5 

>pears  by  the  Report  from  the  Committee  appointed 
£t  and  confider  the  returns  made  by  the  overfeers  of 
)r  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  1787,  that  the  me- 
Kiniial  increafe  of  expences  in  nine  years,  comment 
Rafter  1776  and  ending  at  Eaiter  1785,  amounts  to 
il.  55.  lod. 

>/>Mirs  that  the  medium  of  the  whole  amount  of  the 
mfed  by  the  Poot^s  rates  for  the  zyeaYS  il^'i^  "^T^^^ 
t,  amowts  to  2,167,7491.  13  s.  %Jl%  uomN^^vvOcv 


44b  PARLIAMENTAkY,  &c.       A.  i)g;, 

medium  3edu£l  all  the  expences  for  county  purpofes  by  flat* 
12  Geo.  IL  to  be  paid  by  the  overfeers  out  of  the  Poor'i 
'  i;:ates,*  amounting  to  1 19,280 1.  6s.^iod.  they  have  alfo  de- 
duced various  other  expences  charged  in  the  overfeers  ac- 
counts,  which  do  not  concern  the  Poor,  amounting  to 
449231L  OS.  I  id. 

The  medium  of  the  nett  expences,  after  making  fuch  dc-  ^ 
du£iions,  amounts  to  per  annum  2,004,238!.  5s.,  iid. 

The  Committee  hope  fome  regulations  may  be  made  which . 
may  greatly  leflen  the  county  expences  refpedling  overfeen 
charges,  amounting  to  24,4931.  i8s.  6d. ;  and  in  the  charge 
lefpefting  entertainments,  amounting  to  11,713!.  os.  9d.; 
and  In  that  refpefting  law  bufmefs,  amounting  to  55j)9iL 
2s.  6d.  p^r  annum,  on  a  medium  of  the  faid  three  years. 

An  Account  of  WINES  imported  into  England  in  the  year 
1786;  diftinguifhing  tlie  quantities  which  have  paidCuf- 
toms  only,  from  thofe  which  paid  Cuftoms  and  Excife. 

From  5  jTiIy  1786 
to  5  Jan.  1787. 

Quantity. 

Tuns.Hhd.6alL 

214     I    4S 

5^3^    I    SS 

85    3   37 

i>i38    3     3 


Species  of  Wines. 


{French    - 
Spanifh    - 


From  5  Jan.  1786 
to  5  July  1786. 

Quantity. 

Tuns.  Hhd.  Gall. 

214      2         I 
5,929      2       1 1 

99     I    46 
1,863     I     4S 


infpeBor  GenerdVs  Office^ 

Cufiom  HoufCy  London^ 

February  19,   1787. 


THOMAS  IRVING, 

Infpefitor  GeneraL 


The  Infpedlor  Geheral  cannot  diftinguifti,  withaccnnrt 
precifion,  the  quantity  of  Wines  which  paid  Excifc  and 
Cuftoms  from  the  quantity  which  paid  Cuftoms  only\  bc- 
caufe^  in  confequence  of  fome  doubts  which  arofe  as  to 
the  meaning  of  the  word  imported,  a  fmall  portion  of  d« 
wines  which  appear  in  the  above  account  to  liaVc  been  itn- 
ported  aftef  the  5th  of  July,  may  hare  beenimported  prior 
to  that  period. 


t^^ 
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HI     ST      O      R     Y 

d   F      t    )I   B 

PROCEEDINGS  and  DEBATES 

OF      t  H  ft 

HOUSE    of    LORD  S, 

in  the  F  O  U  R  Y  H    S  E  S  S  I O  N  of  the 

Sixtecilth  Parliaihent  of  Great  Britain, 

Appointed  to  be  holden  at  Westminster 
On  Tuesday  the  i8th  of  May,  1784. 


TiiitfJay,  a^d  January  1787* 

WHEN  the  King  had  proceeded  in  thejifual  flate  to 
the  Houfe  of  Peers,  and  afcended  the  Throncj  Sit 
Francis  Molyneux,  the  Gentleman  Ufher  of  the  Black  Rod> 
W2M  fent  to  command  the  attendance  of  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons. Ort^thevr  arrival,  with  their  Speaker  at  their  liead, 
rbe  King  addrefied  himlelf  as  follows  to  both  Houfes  of  Par- 
liament : 

Aly  Lords  and  Gentlcmoty 

"  I  have  particular  fatisfaftion  in  acquainting  vou,  that, 
«•  fince  1  laft  met  you  in  Parliament,  the  tranquilliry  of  Eu-  ' 
'*  ix>pi^  iuLS  remained  uninterrupted,    and  that  all   foreign 
^*  pQwers  continue  to  exprefs  their  friendly  difpolicion  to  this 
^  country. 

"  I  have  concluded  a  treaty  of  navigation  and  Commerce 
"  with  the  Moft  Chriftian  King ;  a  copy  of  which  fhall  be 
"  laid  before  you.  I  muft  recommend  it  to  you  to  take  fuch 
"  meafuresas  you  (hall  judge  proper  for  carrying  it  into  ef- 
**  fed;  and  I  truft  you  will  find  that  theprdvi&ns  contain- 
"  e6\a  It  are  calculated  for  the  encouragement  of  induftry,  ^ 
^  and  the  extention  of  lawful  commerce  'iu\>ol\vcowwu\^'^^ 
Vol,  XXII,  4  ^^  >.\vV 
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**  dnd,  by  promoting  a  beneficial  intercourfe  between  Our 
•'  refpedlive  fubjefts,  appear  likely  to  give  additional  perma- 
*^  nertce  to  the  bleffings  of  peace.  I  (hall  keep  the  fame  fa- 
*'  lutary  objedls  in  view,  in  the  commercial  arrangements 
^'  which  I  am  negociating  with  other  powers. 

**  I  have  alfo  given  direflions  for  laying  before  you  a  co- 
**  py  of  a  convention  agreed  upon  between  me  and  the  C*- 
*'  thofic  King,  for  carrying  into  cffedk  the  fixth  articlie  of 
*^  the  laft  treaty  of  peace. 

**  Gentlemen  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons^ 

"  I  have  ordered  the  eftimates  for  the  prefent  year  to  be 
*'  laid  before  you,  and  I  have  the  fulleft  rehance  on  your 
*'  readinefs  to  make  dueprovifion  forjhe  feveral  branchesof 
**  the  public  fervice. 

"  The  ftate  of  the  revenue  will,  I  am  perfuaded,  conti- 
**  nue  to  engage  your  conftant  attention,  as  being  eflentially 
*'  connedled  with  the  national  credit,  and  the  profperity  and 
*^  fafety  of  my  domirjions. 

**  My  Lords  and  GentUmenf 

**  A  plan  has  been  formed,  by  my  diredlion,  for  tranf- 
"  porting  a  number  of  convids,  in  order*  to  remove  the  in- 
"  convenience  which  arofe  from  the  crouded  ftate  of  the 
<'  jaUs  in  diiFerent  parts  of  the  kingdom;  and  you  will,  I 
*«  doubt  not,  take  fuch  farther  meafures  as  may  be  neceflar? 
"  for  this  purpofe. 

^^  I  truft  you  will  be  able,  in  this  feffion,  to  carry  intoef- 
**  fe£t  regulations  for  the  eafe  of  the  merchants,  and  for  fim- 
**  plifying  the  public  accounts  in  the  various  branches  of  the 
<*  revenue;  and  I  rely  upon  the  uniform  continuance  of 
>*  your  exertions  in  purfuit  of  fuch  objects  as  may  tetidftill 
*^  farther  to  improve  the  national  refources,  and  to  promote  • 
*^  and  confirm  the  welfare  and  happinefs  of  my  people."* 

The  Lorxls,  either  acceding  to  titles,  or,  newly  created, 
were  now  fworn  in,  and  admitted  to  their  feats ;  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  having  read  the  King^s  fpeech, 
f^eEarlof     The  Earl  of  ^of/yir^,  rifing,    remarked,  that  whilfl  be 
chford.    prefumed  to  trefpafs  upon  the  time  and  patience  of  their 
Lordfhips,  he  was  not  iii  the  leaft  luiconfcious  that  if  tiSc 
bufmefs  of  the  prefent  day  required  fuppprt  from^  powers  of 
argument 'or  ftrokesof  eloquence,  it  would  much  more  be- 
come him  to  preferve  a  modeft  filence,  and  leave  the  tafk  of 
deep  invefiigation   and  mature  decifion  to  thofe  poflefled  of 
influence  and  abilities,  which  he  muft  conftantly  defpair  of 
reaching.     But  the  occafiow  earned  vj'W-Vv  \t  i.  full  apology  for 
his  /ntrafion  ;  and  certaml'j  \^  evei  ^imomexvx.  Q.<5\3N^"arSftV^ 
oun  tenance   his  fpeaking,    \t  w;vs  \\\e  '^x^^^ta.^  n«\v«v\  ^^ 
ate/ui  voice  of  an  affea\or\;il^  ^rv^Yo^A^j^^^X^^a^^wsv^^^*^ 
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uiDOully  bufied  to  exprefs  their  exultation  at  the  efcape 
^hich  His  Majefty,  proteSed  by  Providence,  had  made 
from  the  band  of  aflaflination,  and  when  all  men  muft  per- 
ceive with  fatisfaflion  and  joy>  that  the  valuable  and  dear 
life,  thus  providentially  preferved,  was  ftill  gracioufly  em- 
ployed for  the  welfare  of  thefe  kingdoms,  I'he  objefts  to 
which  His  Majefty  had  turned  his  attention,  and  to  which 
he  called  theirs,  were  important  and  neceflfary.  That  the 
profperity  of  this  commercial  country  might  ftill  farther  be 
promoted^  His  Majefty  had  availed  himfelf  of  peace  with 
the  Moft  Chriftian  King,  to  fecure  and  extend  the  happi* 
Defs  and  glory  of  his  dominions  by  a  commercial  treaty,  of 
which  he  would  only  fay  at  this  time,  that  when  its  merit 
ihould  be  made  a  ful)jeft  of  inveftigation  and  difcuflfion,  it 
would>  he  doubted  not,  .meet  with  their  Lordfhips'  appro- 
bation and  applaufe.  The  fteps  taken  for  carrying  into  exe- 
cution the  fixth  article  of  tlie  convention  with  Spain,  were 
9  part  of  the  fame  liberal,  juft,  peaceable,  and  falutary  plan, 
which  embraced  the  fecurity  and  extention  of  commerce,  fo 
eflential  to  the  intereftt  of  a  great  and  trading  nation.  And 
the  meafures  purfued  for  clearing  the  jails  of  that  exqsilive 
number  of  felons  with  which  they  were  crowded,  would 
ihews  that  no  object  conneAed  with  the  fafety  and  happinefs 
of  the  nation  efcaped  His  Majefty's  attention.  With  regard 
to  the  finances  and  revenues  of  the  country,  it  was  needleis 
'  to  obferve  how  important  the  right  management,  improve- 
ment, and  application  of  thefe  were  to  the  public  good* 
But  the  obje£l  which,  on  the  prefent  occafion,  naturally 
claimed  a  preference  before  all  others,  and  in  which  all  other 
confiderations  would  for  a  moment  be  fufpended  and  loft, 
was  the  calamity  with  which  the  nation  had  been  threaten- 
ed, but  which  had  been  happily  averted.  He  alluded  to 
His  Majefty's  efcape  from  alTailination ;  a  matter  which  de- 
manded, in  the  firft  place,  their  dutiful  congratulations. 
The  meeting,  of  Parliament,  the  very  firft  day  and  hour  of 
their  meeting  was  the  proper  feafon  for  carrying  fuch  loyal 
and  afieiSlion^te  congratulations  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne* 
The  d<?ath  of  that  excellent  and  amiable  Princefs,  His  Ma- 
3efty*s  aunt,  the  Princefs  Amelia,  who  was  as  fit  a  fub- 
jeA  of  condolence  as  the  prefervation  of  His  Majefty's  life 
was  of  congratulation.  Both  were  proper  and  natural  occa- 
fions  for  their  Lordftiips  to  approach  the  throne,  with  thofe 
featiments  of  loyal  and  grateful  a(Fe£lion  which  pervaded 
the  whole  nation.  Under  the  recoUeflion  of  thefe  circum- 
ftances,  he  could  not  avoid  yielding  to  the  impulfe  of  his  ar- 
dent wiflies  that  their  Lordfhips  would  permit  him  to  move, 
•*  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty,  that 
'^  we^  bis  MajeAy's  moft  dutiful  and  lo^tA  Mci\^e<.%^  \^ 
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*^  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament   ailembled, 
**  heg  leave  to  return  His  Majefty  our  humble  thanks  for 
/^  his  moft  gracious  fpeech  from  the  Throne. 

•^  That  we  entreat  His  Majefty  to  permit  us  to  exprefs  to 
<<  His  Majefty  the  eagernefs  with  which  we  take  the  earl ieft 
"  opportunity  oflFered  to  us  pf  joining  the  unanimous  voice 
<^  of  our  fellow  fubjefls,  in  congratulating  His  Majefty  on 
**  the  late  providential  interpofition  of  the  Almighty  in  the 
**  prefervation  of  a  life  fo  valuable  to  his  People.  That 
**  we  acknowledge,  with  reverence  and  gratitude,  the  divine 
**  goodnefs  in  avertihg  the  calamity  with  which  we  were 
**  threatened  :  that  we  join  in  the  general  adpni  ration  of  thofe 
^*  virtues  which  compbfe  His  Majefty'scharafler ;  andhum- 
**  bly^  beg  leave  to  affure  His  Majefty,  that  we  are  happy  iR 
*^  teftifying  the  ftiare  we  take  \n  the  loy^il  ami  aiFedlionate 
**  attachment  to  his  facred  perfon,  which  pervades  the  hreafts 
<*  of  His  Majefty's  fubje6ls  in  every  part  of  his  dominions. 

*'  That  it  is  with  the  moil  fincerc  concern  that  we  condole 
<*  with  His  Majefty  upon  the  lofs  wjiich  he  has  fuftained  by 
<*  the  unfortun;ite  death  of  tliat  illuftriops  and  excellent 
*'  Princefs,  His  Majefty's  auqt^  l^f  Royal  Highnefs  the 
>*  Princefs  Amelia,  . 

"  That  the  prefent  appearances  of  the  prefervatiopj  of  the  • 
<^  public  tranquillity,  as  well  as  the  aflurances  given  to  Hrs 
**  Majefty  by  foreign  powers  of  their  friendly  difpofition  to 
^*  this  country,  give  us  the  greateft  fatisfaftien. 

"  That  we  return  His  Majefty  our  hearty  thanks  for  his 
<*  goodnefs  in  direcSling  the  treaty  of  navigation  and  com- 
**  merce  with  the  Mo'ft  Chriftian  King,  and  the  ponvention 
^*  with  His  C:|tholic  Majefty,  to  be  laid  before  us ;  and  that 
<^  we  beg  leave  to  aflure  His  Majefty,  thi^t,  in  confidering 
^*  meafures  of  fo  important  and  interefting  a  nature,  wb 
*^  ftiall  be  happy  to  find  in  them  a  tendency  %p  give  an  addi- 
**  tional  permanency  to  t-lie  blefSngs  of  peace,  the  encoQ- 
*^  ragement  of  induftry,  and  the  extenfion  of  lawful  com- 
^*  merce  between  His  Majefty's  fubjefts  and  thofe  of  the 
*<  Moft  Chriftian  King,  and  that  we  ftiall  with  pleafure  coo- 
^^  cur  in  any  regulations  calculated  to  infure  thof^  falutary 
♦<  purpofes. 

*'  That  we  learn,  with  great  fatisfadion,  that  His  Ma- 
**  jefty  hi\s  taken  meafures  for  the  tranfportation  of  a  nuni-  . 
^^  her  of  convifts,  and  for  removing  the  inconveniences 
<*  which  arife  from  the  crowded  ftate  of  the  jails ;  and  that 
*'  we  beg  His  Majefty  will  be  aflured,  that  we  ftiall  be  ready 
**  to  concur  in  fuch  farther  provifions  as  may  be  found  ne- 
^^  ceSary  for  this  purpofe. 

^^  That  we  ftiall,  v?\i\i  l\\e  ^^ime  T^;yXvt«S&^  c^^-^^^«c^^  V\ 
^*  whatever  regvilatioivs  ma^  a^^^^t  x.Qi\»^xo^x  Vst^Cofe^^ 
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•  of  the  merchants,  and  for  the  Cmplifying  the  public  ao- 

•  counts  in  the  various  branches  of  the  revenue;  and  th^t 
'  His  Majefly  may  depend  upon  our  beft  and  fteadieft  exer- 

•  tions  in  purfuit  of  fuch  meafures  as  may  tend  ftill  farther 
»*  to  improve  the  'national  refources,  and  to  promiote  and 
"  confirm  what  has  ever  been  the  firft  objedlof  the  parental 
^  care  and  attention  of  His  Majefty,  the  Welfare  and  hap- 
^  pinefs  of  his  people." 

Wednefdayy  24th  January • 

The  Lords  went  up  to  St.  James's  with  the  following  ad* 
^cfs:  ^ 

Th^  bumble  addrefs  of  the  right  honourable  the  Lords 
Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament  aiTembled. 

Die  Martis  2^d  Jamarii  1787, 
-Mofi  Graciovs  Sovereign^ 

"WE,  your  Majefty's  moft  dutiful  and  loyal  fubjefts, 
•*  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament  aflem- 
•*  Wed,  beg  leave  to  return  your  Majefty  our  humble  thanks 
*'  for  your  gracious  fpeech  from  the  throne. 

**  Permit  us  to  exprefs  to  your  Majefty  the  eagernefs  with 
*<  which  we  take  the  earlieft  opportunity  oiFered  to  us  of 
*^  joining  the  unanimous  voice  of  our  fellow  fubjedis,  in 
"  congratulating  your  Majefty  on  the  late  providential  in- 
^  tcrpofition  of  the  Almighty  in  the  prefer  vat  ion  of  a  life 
^f  fo  valuable  to  your  People.  We  acknowledge,  with  re- 
«  vcFcnee  and  gratitude,  the  divine  goodnefs  in  averting  the 
"  calamity  with  which  we  were  threatened.  We  join  in  the 
^*  general  admiration  of  thofe  virtues  which  compofe  your 
<*  Majefty's  charafler,  qnd  liumbly  beg  leave  to  allure  your 
^*  Majefty,  that  we  are  happy  in  teftifying  the  ftiare  we  take 
^^  in  the  loyal  and  afFedionate  attachment  to  your  facred  per- 
^  fon  which  pervades  the  breafts  of  your  Majefty's  fub- 
^*  jedls  in  every  part  of  your  dominions. 

"  It  is  witn  poft  ftncere  concern  that  we  condole  your 

*'  Majefty  upon  the  lofs  whioh  you  have  fuftained  by  the 

'  ^  unfortunate  death  of  that  illuftrious  and  excellent  Prin- 

^'  cefs  your  Majefty's  aunt,  her  Royal  Highnefs  the  Prin- 

^*  cefs  Amelia. 

**  The  prefent  appearances  of  the  prefervation  of  the  pub- 
^*  lie  tranquillity,  as  well  as  the  alTurances  given  to  your 
**  Majefty  by  foreign  powers  of  their  friendly  difpofition 
^  to  this  country,  gives  us  the  greateft  fatisfadi^^ion. 

**  We  return  your  Majefty  our  hearty  thanks  for  your 
**  goodnefs  in  direfting  the  treaty  of*  navigation  and  com- 
**  xnerce  with  the  Moft  Chriftian  King,  and  the  convention 
^'  with  His  Catholic  Majefty,  to  be  lav4\i^foiti\x^\  -axA^^ 
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^  fceg  leave  toaffure  your  Majefty,  that,  m  conddering  mea* 
*<  fures  of  fi>  important  and  interefling  a  nature,  we  (hall 
*'  be  happy  to  find  in  them  a  tendency  to  give  an  additional 
**  permanency  to  the  bleflings  of  peace,  the  encouragement 
<*  of  induftry,  aud  the  extenfion  of  lawful  commerce  b^ 
<^  tween  your  Majeily's  fubje£hs  and  thofe  of  the  Moft  Chri* 
**  jftian  King,  and  that  we  Q\3\l  with  ple^fure  concur  in  any 
^^  regulations  calculated  to  Jnfure  thole  falutary  pi;(rpofes.    ■ 

"  We  I^arn,  with  great  fatl&faSion,  that  your  Majefty 
^^  has  takeq  meafures  for  the  tranfports^tton  of  a  number  of 
^<  convi6b,  and  for  ren^oving  the  inconveniences  which  arife 
<*  from  the  crowded  ftate  of  the  jails;  ^nd  we  beg  your  Ma- 
*^  jelly  will  be  affured  that  we  fliall  bexeady.to  cpncfir  iri 
**  fuch  farther  provifions  9s  may  be  found  neceflary  foi  thisi 
"  purpofe, 

"  We  fhall  with  the  fame  readinefs  co-operate  in  what* 
*<  ever  regulations  may  appear  to  be  proper  for  the  eafe  of 
*^  the  merchants,  and  for  the  fimplifying  the  public  ac-  ^ 
<*  counts,  in  the  various  branches  of  the  revenue;  and  your  \ 
**  Majefty  miy  depend  upon  our  beft  and  fteadieft  exertivjft 
^*  in  purfuit  of  fuch  meafures  as  may  tend  ftill  farthe«  re  '»isk 
**  prove  the  national  refources,  and  to  promote  and  con- 
<*  firm  what  has  ever  been  the  firft  obje£l  pf  the  parental 
^^  care  ^nd  attention  of  your  MajeAy,  the  wei&re  and  bap> 
**  pinefs  of  your  People. 

His  Majefty^s  mofigracipus  anfwer. 
"  My  Lords, 

<^  Your  expreffions  of  affe<5lionate  attachment  to  my  peiw 
^^  fon  and  government,  as  well  as  your  a0urances  ot  prok* 
**  ceeding  to  the  confideration  of  the  important  obje6U 
^'  which  I  have  recommended  to  you^  give  me  tl^e  greateft 
«  fatisfaaion*** 
Tire  Lord  The  Lord  Dacn  obferved,  that  he  flattered  bimfelf  thaK 
their  Lordihips  would  indulgently  afcribe  the  prefumptioiv 
if  it  deferved  the  appellation,  with  which  he  ventured  la 
addrefs  them  to  his  fincere  and  cordial  loyalty  to  HU  Mar- 
jefty^s  perfon  and  government.  He  was  happy  in  haviag  uk 
opportunity  of  exprefiing,  in  that  public  manner,  his  dut]!^' 
to  his  Sovereign;  and  equally  happy  in  the  refle^lioiiy  that. 
he  only  re-echoed  the  fentiments  of  the  people  of  Great  Bri^ 
tain  at  large,  when  he  rofe  to  fecond  the  motion.  He  ftood 
vp  on  the  prefent  occafion,  and  faid,  with  the  greater  coin 
fidence,  that  it  could  not  be  an  occafion  of  doubt  and  dc^ 
lixate.  At  a  time  when  every  fentiment  was  naturally  ab- 
forbed  in  gratitude  to  Divine  Providence  and  afl«<Slion,  to  Hi» 
Majefiys  perfon,  it  would  ill  become  their  Lordihips  to 
waQe  their  hours  in  debater,  vi\v\c\v  ttvx^x.  Nq^\  ^xv>^tw«afli« 
ous  afpeca,  and  be  Viable  to  \xvux^\^x^Xvosv^  ^o^';^^^>&*ir 
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durable  and  erroneous.     As  to  the  merit  of  the  comcnerciaL 
reaty,  and  the  neceflity  and  falutary  tendency  of  the  other 
aatters  touched  on  in  the  fpeech  from  the  Throne,  they 
?ould  be  difcuiTed,  and,  he  hoped,  recognifed  on  a  future 
hiy.     For  his  part,  he  profefled  his  entire  approbation  and 
:onfidence  in  the  wifdom  and  the  a£bivity  of  iidminidration, 
prhofe  meafures,  he  declared,  he  would  be  always  ready  to 
fupport,  as  long  as  they  exerted  their  abilities  with  integri- 
ty and  diligence,,  for  the  good  of  the  Public.     Whilft  Mini- 
fters  difcovere d,  by  their  public  anions,  that  they  had  the 
welfare  of  the   whole  nation  moft  earneftly   at  heart,  he 
ftould  think  himl'elf  unpardonable  indeed,  were  he  to  hefi- 
late  in  affording  them  every  afiiftance  within  his  power. 
•  The  addrefs  was  then  agreed  to  unanimoufly,  and  the 
Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday  J  yb  February. 

Vifcount  Stttrmont  expreffed  his  convidiion,  that  as  the  vifeonn 
fiibje£t  on  which  he  fhould  beg  leave  to  trouble  their  Lord-  Stormor 
Alps  with  fome  neceflary  remarks,  related  in  a  particular 
manner  to  their  own  privileges,  he  might  reft  alTured  of  be- 
ing honoured  with  their  ferious  attention.  He  therefore 
fully  trufted  that  he  fhould  not  l>e  confidered  to  aft  contra- 
ry to  order  in  the  motion  which  he  intended  to  make,  that 
the  patents  creating  the  Duke  of  Queen(bury  and  Lord  Aber- 
corn  Peers  of  Great  Britain,  fliould  he  laid  before  the  Houfe. 
He  hoped  for  the  pardon  of  thofe  Lords  for  not  calling  them 
agreeable  to  their  new  titles;  and  as  an  apology,  he  pleaded 
that  he  was  not  prefent  when  they  took  their  feats,  and  he 
did  not  recolleft  what  thofe  titles  were.  The  fubjeft,  he 
dbferv^,  was  of  the  firft  importance  both  to  that  Houfe  and 
to  the  nation.  The  rights  and  privileges  of  their  Lordfhips 
were  involved  in  its  confequences.  The  people's  reprefenta- 
tion  it  would  likewife  affeft  materially  ;  and  therefore  a  fub- 
jtSt  of  fuch  eflential  magnitude  required  the  moil  full  attend- 
ance which  could  be  obtained  ;  and  the  moft  efFeftual  means 
to  have  this  attendance  would  be  the  regular  mode  always 
adopted  on  important  occafions,  which  was  to  fummon  tlie 
Houfe.  He  then  moved  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into 
a  Committee  to  coniider  thefe  parents ;  and  that  the  Lords  be 
fummoned  on  Thurfday  fe'enight. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  anfwered,  that  he  did  not  feel  the  The  L< 
moft  diftant  wifli  to  oppofe  the  motion  of  the  noble  Vif-  ^^**»«1 
count. 

The  motion  paflied. 

The  Marquis  of  Carmarthen  laid  before  tlie  Houfe,  by  di-  '^'l«  M' 
reSiion  of  the  King,  a  copy  of  the  convention  ealered'into  ^-1^^ 
fetweea  HisMajeAy  and  the  King  of  France* 
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He  then  movedj  **  for  an  account  of  all  woollen  goods 
**  exported  to  France  [from  the  5th  of  January  1 714  to  the 
**  5lh  of  January  1787,  diftinguifhing  the  quantities  and 
*^  qualities^  be  laid  before  the  Houfe. 

"  An  afccountof  all  other  goods  of  Britifh  manufadure 
**  exported  to  France  during  the  fame  period  be  laid  before 
^*  the  Houfe. 

^*  An  account  6(  all  gockls  of  foreign  produce  exported 
**  frotn  England  to  France  during  the  fame  period  be  laid  be- 
«  fore  the  Houfe.*  ' 

Which  was  accordingly  agreed  to, 
'the  Dnkc        The  Duke  of   Nor/oik  obferved,    that  d  fubjfeft  of  fuch  ' 
•f  Nortblk.  vaft  importance  as  the  commercial  treaty  had  not  efcapedliii 
clbfeft  and  moft  anxious  attention.     The  titles  of  the  papers 
now  moved  for  by  the  noble  Marquis  had  likewife  fallenuiH 
der  his  ftrifleft  confideraiion.     But  as  they  related  tofub* 
jefls,  in  which  the  national  cofnmerce  was  involved,  hecon- 
feffed  himfelf  greatly  furprifed  that  no  paper  or  document 
relative  to  our  trade  and  pending  negociation  with  Portugal 
was  TOentioned.     His  furprife  became  the  greater,*  when  be 
recolle<fted  that  Portugal  was  a  country  with  which  we  had 
^een  fo  lone  connected  by  the  moft  friendly  alliance.    He 
called  theretore  on  His  Majefty's  Minifters  to  afford  fomc  in- 
formation  on  the  fuhjeft  to  their  Lord/hips;  and  thisht 
trufted  would  be  given  before  the  naming  of  a  day  for  ta- 
king the  treaty  into  confideration. 
The  Mar-        The  Marquis  of  Cannae  then  artfwered,  that  every  poflible 
^uiiot'Car-  information  would  be  given,  and  more  papers  woul^y  in* 
marthcn.     £^^  j^^^^  ^^  fubmitted  to  the  confideration  of  their  Lord- 

fliips. 
The  Duke        The  Duke  of  Norfolk  anfwered,  that  as  he  perceived  this 
•f  Norfolk,  information,  at  the   firft   commencement   of  bringing  the 
treaty  forwards,  was  given  in  a  very  partial  and  incofBpkte 
manner,  he  had  an  undoubted  right  to  demand  of  His  Msk 
jefty's  Minifters  if  they  intended  to  give  any  farthct  intelli^ 
gence.    The  noble  Lord  promifed  he  would;  and  therefim 
he  hoped  to  find  this  requeft  granted. 
The  Mar-        The  Marquis  of  Carmarthen  replied,  that  (hoold  th9pipef» 
nnrthln ."' *^^  had   to  lay4)efore  their  Lordfliips  prove  infuflicient  to 
give  them  that  information  which  the  fubjeA  required,  and 
they  wifhed  to  have,  the  noble  Duke  would'then  more  pro- 
perly exercife  his  judgement  on  the  conduft  of  Minifters* 
The  Houfe  adjourned  until  Wedneiday, 

JVedntfday^  "jth  February.  " 

The  Earl  of  Derb^  v^^^^^^^^^  ^^^  ^o\\ciV\t\^  ^^tltvoti: 
.To  the  right  honourabkx\A^\^Q^'i^'^^\VvX>3iA^\AT^\^ 
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n  Parliament  aflembled,  tlie  humble  petition  of  fevcral 
perfonS)  whofe  names  ire  hereunto  fubfcribed,  the  civil 
and  military  fervants  of  the  United  Company  of  merchants 
of  Eiiglanu  trading  to  the  Eaft  Indies,  and  otlier  the  Bri- 
tifli  inhabitants  of  the  Prefidency  of  Fort  William  in 
Bengal,  and  of  the  inhabitants  and  places  fubordiilate 
thereto ; 

Sheweth, 
That  your  petitioners  feeling  themfelves  deeply  afiefled 
nd  aggrieved  by  an  aft  of  Parliament  pafled  in  the  24th 
ear  of  His  Majefty's  reign,  entitled,    "  An  aft  for  the 
*  better   regulation  and  management  of  the  affairs  of  the 
'*  Eaft-India  Company,  and  of  the  Britifli  pofleffions  in  Iri- 
"  dia,  and  for  eftablifliing  a  Court  of  Judicature,  for  the 
"  more  fpetdy  and  effeftual  trial  of  perroiir  accufed  of  of-'  - 
**  fences  committed  in  the  Eaft  Indies,"  think  it  neceflar^ 
to  lay  their  grievances  before  this  auguft  aflembly.   * 

By  this  aft,  all  perfons  who  have  engaged  to  ferve  the 
Eaft -India  Company  in  the  Eaft  Indies,  and  who  embarking 
in  that  Tervice  at  an  early  period  of  their  lives,  have  relin* 
quifhed  all  other  views  and  profeflions  whatfoever,  quitted 
their  families  and  their  friends  in  Britain,  and  expofed  them- 
felves to  the  injuries  and  dangers  of  an  intemperate  climate, 
from  which  but  a  fmall  proportion  furvive  to  return  to  their 
native  country,  are  rendered  liable  to  be  removed  from  their 
employments  in  India,  and  to  be  recalled  to  England  at  thd 
pleafure  of  the  Crown,  without  any  charge  being  preferred 
againft  them,  or  any  reafon  affigned  for  fucli  removal  or  re- 
cal.  It  is  needlefs  to  point  out  to  the  humanity  of  your 
Lordftiips  the  fituation  of  thofe  perfons,  who,  at  an  advan- 
ced period  of  their  lives,  may  be  removed  from  the  only  em- 
ployment of  which  they  are  capable,  and  recalled  to  Eng- 
land without  a  fortune  to  fubfift  on,  or  any  poffible  means 
of  a,cquiring  a  maintenance. 

The  fame  aft  reftrains  the  United  Company  from  com- 
pounding any  debts,  for  which  they  may  have  obtained  a 
judgement  againft  their  civil  or  military  fervants.  This 
your  petitioners  cannot  but  confider  as  a  grievance,  fmce  it 
eftabliflies  a  harfti  and  unjuft  diftindtion  between  the  Com-^ 
pany's  fervants,  and  all  other  perfons  who  may  happen  to  be 
indebted  to  the  faid  United  Company,  and  excludes  the  for- 
mer from  that  favour  and  mercy  which  all  creditors  but  the 
Eaft-Tndia  Company  are  at  liberty  to  extend  to  an  unfortu- 
nate debtor. 

The  fame  aft  lodges  a  power  in  the  Governor  General  of 

feizing,  and,  with  the  fanftion  of  his  Council,  of  forcibly 

fending  His  Majefty's  fubjefts  refiding  under  this  Prefidency 

to  England,  there  to   be  tried  for  offences  com\Xi\l\.e^^  ox 
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charged  to  6e  committed  by  tliem  vfhhin  thefe  provinces;  1 
than  which  nothing  can  be  more  dangerous  to  the  fecuritr 
of  their  perfons,  more  ruinous  to  their  fortunes,  nor  can 
any  thing  be  more  perverfive  of  the  ends  of  juftice  than  to 
hurry  the  party  accufed  from  the  fpot  where  the.  crime  is  al- 
ledged  to  have  been  committed,  to  a  country  fix  thoufand 
leagues  diftant,  and  to  which  it  is  impoffible  to  compel  thofe 
witnefles  to  travel,  who  alone  can  be  capable  of  proving  or 
difproving  the  charge.  If  the  perfon  accufed  is  guilty,  his 
puiiifliment  is  thereby  delayed,  and  the  fole  objedi  of  public 
juftice,  the  deterring  other  men  from  Cmilar  crimes  by  the 
force  of  example,  in  a  great  meafure  fruftrated.  But  if  he  is 
innocent,  no  compenfation  is  provided  by  this  a6l;  no  repa- 
ration can  be  obtained  for  the  fevere  punifhmeut,  which 
will  have  been  already  infliSed  on  him  before  his  trial. 

This  aft  of  Parliament,  in  direfl  contradiction  to  the  be- 
nign principles  of  the  laws  of  England,  prefumes  crimina- 
lity in  a  large  body  of  His  Majefty's  fubjefts,  againft  whom 
no  charge  has  been  brought,  and  who  having  never  been  cal- 
led tipon,  never  have  had  an  opportunity  to  vindicate  them- 
iejves  from  the  imputations  with  which  they  have  been  flan- 
dered.  *This  aft  erefts  a  pale  between  the  fervants  of  the 
Eaft-India  Company  in  India,  and  all  other  the  fubjefts  of 
His  Majefty,  both  at  home  and  abroad,  and  founding  a  pre- 
tended neceffity  on  their  prefumed  delinquency,  arbitrarily 
and  cruelly  compels  them,  under  the  moft  enormous  penal- 
ties, to  reveal  to  the  public  view  the  fecrets  of  their  private 
fortunes,  for  the  avowed  purpofe  of 'f urn  idling  matter  of 
accufation  againft  them. 

To  the  members  of  the  auguft  aflcmbly,  who  are  the  he- 
reditary guardians  of  the  facred  conftitution,  and  the  ulti- 
mate Judges  of  the  laws  of  Great  Britain,  it  is  needlefs  to 
enumerate  the  various  other  hardihips  impofed  on   the  fer- 
vants of  the  Eaft-India  Company  returning  from  heiice  to 
Great  Britain,  by  the  feveral  regulations  which  enforce  the 
difcovery  of  their  fortunes,  or  to  trace  the  inroads  thereby 
made  on  their  natural  rights  as  men,  as  well  as  on 'thofe 
which  they  claim  as  the  peculiar  privileges  of  Englifhmen. 
But  your  petitioners'  cannot  forbear  expreffing  their  ex- 
treme furprife,  as  well  as  forrow,  at  the  inftitution  of  a  tri- 
bunal of  criminal  jurifdiftion,  which  in  its  mode  of  pro* 
ceeding  is  bound  by  no  eftablilhed  rules,  and  whofe  decifions 
are  fubjeft  neither  to  revifion  nor  appeal ;  a  tribunal  whldi 
is  authorifed  to  receive,    as  competent,    fuch  evidence  as 
irouJd  be  incompetent  in  every  other  court  of  civil  or  ttU 
minal  jurifdiftion  ;  a  tnb\xTi2L\  >n\v\c\v  ^x^^x^vvOcvvfe&^^Urgeand 
vfeful  body  of  HisMajeftf  s  ^\iV^t&.%^  t^^ilvvv^e  >«\vOTi  tv^\^ 
linquency  has  been  proved  oi  xWvt  ^^iit^^  ^vA  \aaVvcc*^ 
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lable  birthright,  a  trial  by  their  Peers.     Your  petitioners 
rould  indeed  be  delinquents  againil   their  country;   they 
^ould  truly  deferve  to  be  ftamped  with  ienominy;   they 
;70uld  be  utterly  unworthy  to  enjoy  the  bleffings  of  that 
glorious  conftitution  under  which  they  were  born,  if  they 
could  fubmit,  without  remonftrance,  to  be  degraded  by  a 
law,  that  not  only  invades  and  violates  their  deareft  rights, 
and  covers  thiem  indifcriminately  with  (hame  and  difgrace, 
but   alfo  eftabliflies  a  fatal  precedent,  which,  by  partially 
Subverting  the  moft  revered  inftitution  of  the  laws  of  Eng- 
land, (hakes  the  foundation  of  the  conftituti(}n  itfelf,  and 
endangers  the  facred  liberties  of  their  country. 

Notwithftanding  the  contumelies  which  have  been  heaped 
on  the  fervants  of  the  Eaft-India  Company,  they  cannot  but 
feel  the  firmeft  perfuafion  and  confidence  that  the  complaints 
of  fo  large  a  portion  of  His  Majefty's  Britifh-born  fubjefls, 
who  only  claim  that  fecurity  and  prote£lion  for  their  perfons 
and  fortunes  which  is  enjoyed  in  common  by  the  reft  of 
their  countrymen,  will  not  be  treated  with  negled  or  dif- 
regard;  nor  can  they  abandon  the  flattering  hope,  that  the 
benignity  of  the  Legiflature  of  Great  Britain,  upon  a  recon- 
fideration  of  their  cafe,  will  relax  the  rigour  of  an  a£t  that 
has  filled  them  with  the  jufteft  alarm,  and  reftore  them  to 
thofe  important  rights  of  which  they  have  fo  lately  been  de- 
prived, and  which,  till  the  paffing  of  the  faid  aft,  have  been 
confidered  as  the  unalienable  birthright  of  Englifhmen* 

In  a  firm  reliance  upon  the  humanity,  equity,  and  found 
policy,  T)f  the  Britifh  Legiflature,  your  petitioners  humbly 
prefame  to  oflfer  their  moft  earneft  prayers,  that  your  Lord- 
(hips  will  gracioufly  be  pleafed  tp^ake  their  cafe  into  ma- 
ture confideration,  and,  conjointly  with  the  other  branches 
of  the  legiflative  body  of  the  nation,  grant  them  the  relief 
Ihey  pray  for,  by  a  repeal  of  all  fuch  parts  of  the  faid  a6k 
of  rarliament  as  afleft  their  perfons,  their  fortunes,  or  their 
liberties. 

And  your  petitioners  fliall  ever  pray. 

The  title  was  ^read,  and  it  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table* 

l%urfdayy  Ztb  February. 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk  remarked,  that  he  muft  take  the  H-  Th«  l 
berty  of  troubling  any  one  of  the  Lords  in  adminiftration  to  of  No 
know  whether  the  papers  then  on  the  table  were  ail  intended  to 
be  produced  refpefting  the  trade  with  Portugal,  as  in  his  opi- 
nion  they  did  not  amount  to  what  he  expedted.  There  was  a 
period  antecedent  to  the  year  1784,  the  imports  and  exports 
<>/  wbijch  it  HTOuJd  become  necefliary  for  the  Houfe  to  pof« 
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fefs  before  the  day  on  which  the  principal  parts  of  the  treaty 
were  to  ifall  under  the  inveftigation  of  their  Jordfhips, 

The  Marquis  of  Carmarthen  anfwered  that  he  feared  it 
w6uld  prove  extremely  difficult  to  furnifti,  at  leaft  with 
jtoierable  accuracy,  the  papers  in  queftion.  The  Cuflom 
Houfe,  no  doubt,  could  fupply  accounts,  but  then  they 
would  not  anfwefthe  noble  Duke*s  purpofe,  being  in  general 
very  inaccurate.  He  aflured  his  Grace,  that  whatever  pa- 
pers he  could  procure  to  give  fatisfadlion,  (hould  be  produ- 
ced, but  he  doubted  whether  they  would  prove  fo  truly  correft 
as  thofe  now  upon  the  table. 

Vifcount  Stormont  declared,  that  Miniflers  had  not  deajt 
candidly  on  a  bufinefs  of  fuch  magnitude.  Papers  were  pro- 
piifed  by  the  noble  Marquis  in  office  which  /hould  make  the 
Houfe  perfe£lly  acquainted  with  the  fubjedt:  but  in  his  opi- 
nion, they  gave  very  little  light.  The  trade  with  Portugal 
was  an  object  of  the  firft  confequence  to  this  kingdom,  and 
its  prefervation  a  matter  of  no  fmall  confideration  in  thedif- 
cuffion  of  the  treaty  with  France.  The  balance  in  our  favour 
during  the  laft  fourfcore  years,  amounted  to  a  fum  of  not  lefs 
than  forty  milfions  of  money,  and  he  muft  indeed  be  an  un- 
wife  and  impolitic  Minifter  who  did  not  fee  that  advantage 
in  its  true  point  of  view.  To  place  this,  or  rather  to  arrange 
it  in  its  place,  it  would  be  requifite,  that  the.requeft  of  the 
noble  Duke  fliould  be  complied  with.  The  account  of  the 
exports  and  imports  to  and  from  this  country,  and  Ireland* 
y/ith  Portugal,  during  the  laft  ten  years,  ought  tp  be  produc- 
ed i  but  in  particular  the  imports  and  exports  for  the  ycv 
J  784,  it)  order  to  flrikea  proper  balance.  The  papers  oh  the 
table  \yent  no  farther  back  than  1785,  a  period  he  fuppofed 
which  anfwered  heft  the  purpofes  of  thp  arguments  which 
were  tp  bjg  adduced  in  favour  of  the  trieaty  with  France.— Hp 
trufled,  therefore,  that  Minifl:ers  would,  without  a  fpecific 
motion  for  thajt  purpofe»  bring  down  the  accounts  of  1784. 
They  were  in  their  poffeffion  annexed  to  the  fheet  of  the  ac- 
count of  1785.  Why  they  were  feparated,  and  the  precedinj 
year  fuppreffed,  His  lyiajefty's  confidential  fgr van ts  could  bei 
anfwer.  He  begged  the  noble  Marquis  in  office  to  undep 
ftand,  that  he  was  not  in  poffeffion' of  thofe  documents  necet- 
iary  to  enable  him  fo  move  the  queftion,  ^particularly  at  thii 
day;  although  it  might  be  done  in  general  terms.;  but  if  there 
wasno  promife  made  of  giving  the  account  to  the  Houfe,  he 
fhould  trouble  their  Lord  {hips  with  a  n^otion.  The  Methuea 
treaty  appeared,  by  the  prefent  treaty,  to  be  broken  through, 
and  it  was  an  evident  faft,.  if  it  was  infringed  in  any  one  part 
|>y  us,  Portugal  had  a  right  to  pbfolve  themfelves  from  the 
whole.  As  a  report  had  gone  abroad  that  we  might  at  any 
^iipe  diflblye  the  treaty  with  Portugal,  and  then  re-eftablifh  It 
9g3iin,  he  deemed  it  neceffar^  Xo  uvtuXvotv  \S\afe  particulars. 
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Lord  Htnviejbury  obfcrved,  that  the  accounts  looked  for  l.Hm 
f  the  noble  Vicount  were  not  accurate;  and  added,  that  he  ^^'TT* 
lew  of  himfelf  how  very  in'corre<Sl  the  Cuftom-houfe  books 
ere  on  this  fubjeft.    He  denied  that  there  was  any  intention 
f  doing  an  injury  to  Portugal  by  the  treaty  of  comiHerce 
ath  France,  and  faid  that  Miliifters  had  no  intention  what* 
Dever  of  withholding  the  neceflary  papers, 
Vifcount  Stormont  obferved,  that  fince  there  was  an  evafion  Vifcow 
i  compliance  with  his  requeft,   he  ihould  make  a   regular  Stormc 
notion.    He  accordingly  moved  **  that  the  papers  in  queliion 
'*  be  laul  before  the  Houfe. 

The  M.irquis  of  Carmarthen  now  obferving  that  if  he  could  Marqul 
find  the  paper  which  was  annexed  to  the  account  of  the  ex-  ^^°^^ 
ports  of  1785,  he  would  produce  it, 

Vifcoufu  Stormont  defired  permifuon  to  withdraw  his  mo-  vifcout 
jtion,  which  was  granted.  siormo 

The  Puke  of    'Norfolk   then   rofe,   and  moved,    "  That  Duke  . 
f  an  accpunt  of  all  coals  exported   from  Great  Britain  to  '^'^^^^ 
••  Holland,  France  and  Germ.any,  within  the  lall  fifteen  years, 
*?*  /Jiould  be  laid  before  the  Houfe." 
The  motion  pafled, 

I^prd  Sydney  moved,  that  the  lottery  bill  be  read  a  fecond  L.  Sya 
Jime. 

The  Earl  oi  Derby  contended  that  its  introduflion  was  ex-  Earl  o 
fraordinafy,  and  its  principle  new  and  alarming.  It  feemed  I>crby 
%o  him,  to  have  for  its  great  obje^,  the  rife  of  lotte?ry  tickets, 
to  benefit  jobbers, — and  to  become  a  licence  to  great  gamblers^ 
under  the  idea  of  deftroying  thofe  of  inferior  note.  He  was 
furprized  l^ovjr  Minifters  could  fo  incautioully  be  led  into  this 
error,  not  to  give  it  a  worfe  appellation.  If  gambling  in  the 
lottery  was  illegal  among  the  lower  clafs,  it  furely  was  illegal 
among  the  higher  order  of  people;  and  therefore  mould  be  to- 
tally, and  not  partially  fupprefled.  The  argument,  that  this 
t)illwas  for  the  beneht  of  the  public,  was  abfurd;  as  it  raifed 
the  price  of  lottery  tickets,  it  was  a  very  bad  one  indeed  ;  for 
as  all  the  tickets  were  difpofed  of  by  the  original  fubfcribers, 
fhere  certainly  could  no  profit  arife  to  them  by  enhancing  the 
value  at  this  time.  It  was  alfo  very  clear  that  the  lower  clafs 
of  people  would  not  be  deterred  by  this  bill,  from  gambling, 
becaufe  it  was  an  eafy  matter  to  divide  tickets  into  fmall  fhares 
imong  clubs,  each  to  bear  his  proportion,  and  fo  enfure  the 
jvhole.  Had  the  public  benefit,  or  the  intereft  of  the  lower 
:lafs  been  the  objeft,  another  kind  of  bill,  different  from  that 
>n  the  table,  would  have  been  framed. 

Lord  Sydney  replied,  that  merely  in  fiis  official  capacity  had  l.  SyJn 
16  moved  the  fecond  reading  of  the  bill.     He  was  acquainted 
vith  no  gamblers;  he  thanked  his  God,  that  he  never  afTo- 
;|ijte4  with  tliat  defcription  of  men,  let  their  rank  or  fi tuation 
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in  life  be  ever  fo  high.     The  company  he  kept  was  of  a  dif. 

ferent  complefiion.     As  to  the  bill  before  the  Houfe,  it  wai, 

in  his  opinion,  founded  on  a  good  principle — a  principle  which 

•went  to  the  fuppreffion  of  that  moft  deftru^ive  and  pernicioos 

vice  which  had  ruined  not  only  a  number  of  the  lower  ciafi, 

but  thofe  of  high  and  elevated  rank  in  fociety. 

Karl  oi  The  Earl  of  Deriy  faid  that  his  queflion  being  as  yet  un- 

^•^^y         anfwered,  he'muft  intreat  His  Majefty*s  Minifters  to  gi?c 

fpme  plaufible  colour  of  pretehce  for  bringing  in  the  bill-. 

at  prefent  it  ftood  without  one  faving  argument  for  its  fup- 

port.     Detrimental  it  certainly  was;  for  even  already^  under 

Its  viConary  influence,  had  the  fpirit  of  gambling  gone  forth; 

and  tickets  (if  report  fpoke  truth)  were  rifen  to  near  nineteen 

pounds. 

Ewlof  The  Earl  of  Hopetoun  contended,  that  the  bill  was  not  in- 

Hopetpun    defenfible,  and  that  even  if  it  fhould  be  proved  that  it  did 

countenance   gambling,    this    fpirit    flood   confined    by  it 

within  the  higher  cla^s  of  life,  becaufeonly  the  poileilbnpf 

whole  tickets  could  infure;  and  therefore,  at  the  worfl,  a  real 

property  was  all  that  was  fuflfered  to  be  inlured. 

Vifcount         Vifcount  Stormont  congratulated  the  noble  Lord  (Sydiify) 

Stormont    ^^^j^  j|^g  virtuous  circle  of  his  acquaintance;  which  however 

ag;reeable  to  that  noble  Lord,  mull  be  very  confioed  indeed, 

it  every  man  was  excluded  from  it  who  made  a  bet  above  ten 

pounds.     It  was  a  narrowed  limit  in  high  life,  becaufe  it  ex« 

empted  the  noble  Lord  from  the  fociety  of  fome  of  the  firfl, 

and  mpj(l  of  the  greateft,  characters  in ,  Europe.     Vifqount 

^tormont  pow  added  that  the  whole  lottery  bill  in  its  prefent 

form,  reminded  ,him  of  the  flory  of  the  roan  who  made  two 

holes  in  his  door;  one  for  the  great,  and  the  other  for  the  little 

cat, — which  was  exactly  the  cafe  in  refped  to  this  intended 

aft,  for  the  lefler  infiver  would,  no  doubt,  creep  out  of  the 

hole  that  was  left  open  for  the  great  cat.     The  evil  tendency 

of  the  bill,  in  faft,  \vas  neither  more  nor  lefs  than  a  licence 

tQ gamblers.  He  informed  their  Lordihips,  that  he  had  ofteni 

in  thofe  fipreign  counjtries  which  he  vifited,  been  witnefs  to  (ad 

and  difmal  efiefis  of  lotteries  on  the  lower  clafs  of  people. 

They  encouraged  vice  in  its  worft  fhape^  and  drove  diftre&to 

defpair,  and  too  frequently  to  fuicide. 

The  Lord       The  Lord  Chancellor  left  xhp  woolfapk,  and  declared,  thattt 

Chancellor  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  attend  to  th^  biU^  he  thought  it  aimed 

(at  a  good  purpofe)  to  (lop  the  fpirit  of  ganobling  among  the 

lower  claf$;  but;  whether  the  claufe  whjdi  allowed  infurance 

would  (as  had  been  ftated)  open  a  door  for  infu ring  {hares,  be 

^Quld  not  tell;   however,   it  \^as  evident,  the   l^flatur^ 

meant  no  fuch  thiqg,  for,  the  name  of  the  infurer,  the  in- 

/bred,  the  number  ot  ibe  ucket,  the  lottery  to  which  it  be- 

Joaged,  and  the  premium  ol  *mt3L»»:?ic?t^  ^^1^  ;i^Vi\^  ^a^tt&- 
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on  the  policy ;  and  beCdes;  the  perrons  who  were  to  have 
t  liberty  of  making  fuch  infurances,  were  to  be  licenfed, 
.dgivebondnot  to  tranfgrefs;  however,  as  the  queftion  he- 
re their  Lordihips  was,  whether  the  bill  fhould  beread  a 
oond  time,  he  faw  no  reafon  for  oppofing  that,  as  any  ob- 
dion  to  the  bill  might  be  mentioned  in  the  Committee. 
The  Earl  of  CarliJU  remarked,  that  the  bill  was  calculated  Earl  of 
)  ferve  tlie  prefent  pofleflbrs  of  tickets.     He  thanked  the  Ctrliflc 
oble  lord  (Sydney)  tor  the  hint  he  had  thrown  out  refpefl- 
/ig  the  circle  of  his  acquaintance,  and  the  abhorrence  in 
rhicb  he  held  all  kind  of  gamblers.     He  felt  the  rebuke,  for 
Jehad  been  unfortunate  enough  to  have  had  Tome  acquaint- 
mce  among  men  who  betted  more  thao  ten  pounds.   He  bow- 
ed to  the.feverity  of  the  remark,  and  kifled  the  rod;  but  he 
beg^d  leave  to  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  his  fituation  at 
this  critical  moment,  as  a  Minider,  placed  him  in  that  of  a 
gambler,  playing  for  high  ilakes  indeed,  fums  which  perhaps 
a  nation  muft  pay  ;  and  broad  as  the  noble  Lord's  (boulders 
were,  he  fliould  take  care  that  the  load  did  not  bring  him 
down. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  fecond  time  and  committed  ^  after 
which  the  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday^  <)th  February. 

The  Houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  bill  for 
the  amendment  of  the  lottery . 

The  verious  claufes  were  read,  and  approved,  till  the  quef- 
tion  on  the  one  edablifliing  the  infurance  of  whole  tickets 
was  fiated* 

Vifcount  Stormont  remarked,  that  no  circumftance  could,  Vircmmt 
comparatively  prove  more  detrimental  than  the  efiefls  of  ^^**'''"<**^^ 
gambling  in  every  fhape;  and  furely  meafures  which  tended 
to  promote  its  fpirit  fhould,  in  whatever  fhape  it  came  under 
difcuiBon,  meet  with  their  Lordfhips*  oppofition. — The  bill 
under  con fi deration  was  in  its  avowed  intention,  and  fofaras 
their  Lordfhips  had  approved  of  its  claufe,  framed  for  that 
purpofe.  After  eftablifhin^arious  regulations  of  a  falutary 
nature,  it  feemed  all  at  once  to  deviate  from  its  primary  ob- 
jedil,  and  by  a  very  flrange  propofition  to  fet  afide  all  the 
good  which  might  have  bosn  expedled  from  it:  for,  he  could 
not  confider  the  claufe  under  their  Lordfhips'  difcufTion  in  no 
other  light  than  as  one  which  would,  inftead  of  fupprefling, 
give  countenance  and  vigour  to  that  fpirit  of  gambling  which 
was  the  bane  of  focietv,  and  which  he  was  perfuaded  every 
confiderate  man  at  leaft  would  reprobate  — It  had  been  al- 
ledged  that  infurance  in  fome  in  (lances,  and  particularly  in 
tnde^  was  bcneScial,  as  it  proved  a  fecuclty  lo  the  merchant 
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and  the  leiler  dealer,  and  enabled  him  to  fupport  himfclf  with 
vigour,  under  the  feverer  blows  of  fortune.-  This  he  readily 
admitted  ;  but  was  this  fpecies  of  infurance^  which  had  been 
found  falutary  by  experience,  which  had  been  eflabliflied  on 
fixed  principles,  in  any  refpeft  to  be  compared  with  a  fcheme, 
which  was  fo  undefined  in  its  nature,  and  which  pven  in  theo- 
ry feemeJ  fraught  with  fo  many  evils  ?  Infurance  in  com- 
merce tended  to  promote  induftry,  and  to  fecure  its  fruiis. 
But,  infurance  in  a  lottery,  whilft  it  held  out  an  encourage- 
ment to  fuch  fpecuiation,  was  fitted  to  produce  no  fuch  efFeft 
on  fociety. —  Nor  was  the  argument  in  favour  of  the  plan  of 
infurance  arifing  from  the  confideration,  that  it  would  prove 
an  incentive  to  fubfcribcrs  in  future  to  come  forward,  at  all  to 
be  admitted  on  the  prefent  occafion.  The  &61  was,  that  Go- 
vernment had  never  been  at  a  lofs  to  fill  the  fubfcriptions. 
The  cafe  had  been  uniformly  the  reverfe.  In  other  countries, 
and  more  particularly  in  Frunce,  where  he  had  refided  in  an 
ambafladorial  capacity,  the  plan  of  the  lottery  was  by  much 
lefs  inviting  than  in  this  kingdom.  It  exhibited  an  immcnfe 
poflible  advantage,  but  the  chances  of  obtaining  it,  wereal- 
inofl  as  one  to  infinity.  Still,  however,  there  never  had  been 
any  want  of  fubfcribers,  and  the  profits  arifing  from  it,  though 
no  infurance  was  admitted,  had  been  uniform  and  great. 
This,  therefore,  evidently  fliewed  that  infurance- was  none- 
ceflary  fpurto  lottery  enterprize.  It  had  been,  in  faft,  pro-  ' 
fcribed  by  the  flatutes  of  this  country,  and  he  was  fofpicious 
that  it  was  not  from  the  pureft  motives  the  prefent  attempt 
was  made  to  revive  it.  He,  therefore,  moved,  "  That  the 
•*  claufe  do  not  ftand  part  of  the  bill.** 
l^rJ  The  Lord  Chancellor  contended,  that  the  plain  ftate  of  the 

^^*"^'^'^*  queftion  was  perfeftly  reconcileable  to  the  primary  notions  of 
juflice.  Tt  was,  fimply,  whether  a  perfon,  who  had  embark- 
ed part  of  his  fortune  or  property  in  a  particular  contingence^ 
was  to  be  admitted  to  the  liberty  of  infuring  it,  if  he  fo  chofe^ 
again  ft  the  hazards  arifing  from  fuch  a  fituation.  This  was 
the  real  cafe,  nor  could  he  conceive  that  a  toleration,  or  a 
legal  authority  fhould  be  given  to  one  fet  of  individuals,  in 
certain  inftances  of  contingency,  and  refufed  to  them  in  finii- 
lar  ones.  The  nohle  Vicount  had  alledged,  that  inotlier 
countries,  infurance  was  prohibited,  and  that  in  this  king- 
dom it  was  contrary  to  law.  He  did  not  really  know  what 
was  the  legiflation  of  France  on  this  point,  as  he  was  no 
French  lawyer.  But  he  imagined,  that  if  infurance  in  that 
country  was  not  prohibited  by  ftatute,  it  would  be  as  legal 
there  in  the  inftance  of  lotteries,  as  in  any  other.  With  ref- 
pe&  to  the  code  of  laws  of  this  kingdom,  with  vvhich  he  own- 
ed  that  he  had  fome  acc\\ia\t\X.aT\ce^\Vv^^xe.Neation  of  infurance 
by  /latute,  was  rsitVier  a  u^n«  v\i;)iu  ^tv  q\^  ^5X  ^\  ^Jcw^Xw^^-^ 
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tare.  He  went  into  the  hiftory  of  lotteries.  They  had  ob- 
tained a»  fqr  back  as  the  time  of  Elizabeth.  In  the  reign  of 
William  and  Mary,  they  had  been  voted  nuifances.  In 
Queen  Anne's  reign,  they  had  been  revived.  They  had  been 
Hied  as  inftrumenrs  of  flare  neceffity,  till  the  prefent  period. 
In  the  22d  of  the  King,  the  tranfaflionof  infurance  had  been 
declared  illegal;  but  previous  to  that  period,  he  fhould  very 
much  doubt,  whether  in  a  procefs  of  recovery  of  infurance  on 
a  lottery  ticket,  the  perfon  fuing  would  not  have  obtained, 
under  law,  Icigal  redrefs. 

Lord  Loughborough  reprobated  the  claufe,  as  beyond  mea-  Ld 
fure  detrimental.    .  No  care  had  been  taken  to  guard  againft  ^^^ 
the  fpirit  of  gambling  in  its  moft  alarming  extent.     The  noble 
Lord  (ThurlowJl  had  endeavoured  to  put  a  very  plaufible  ap- 
pearance upon  the  meafure,  by  afFedling  a  fimple  ftatement  of 
the  queflion :  but  he  hoped  their  Lordmips  would  not  be  mif- 
ied  by  fo  unfair  and  fo  unqualified  a  definition  of  that  meafure, 
which  ought  to  be  an  objeft  of  their  mofl  minute  attention. 
The  noble  Lord  had  aflerted,  that  it  was  a  mere  infurance  of 
a  fpecies  of  property  againfl  a  particular  contingency:  and  as 
property  was  authorized  by  law  to  be  infured  in  mercantile 
affairs,  and  fuch  other  circumflances,  why  ought  it  not  to  be 
legal  in  others? — If  one  perfon,  fending  his  property  to  the 
Weft  Indies,  was  empowered  to  infure  it  againft  learifk,  why 
ought  not  another  to  have  the  fame  legal  privilege,  when  em- 
barking  it  in  the  lottery,  which  was  an  obje<a  eftablifhed  for 
the  dire6t  purpofe  of  ftaie  advantage.— But  he  would  put  the 
queftion,  and  appeal  it  alfo  to  the  learned  Lord  (Thurlow) 
whether  the  two  inftanccs  were  parallel?  In  the  cafe  of  in- 
furance of  merchandife,  every  precaution  was  taken  by  the 
law  that  the  infurer  fhould  be  paid  in  exac^  proportion  to  the 
lofs  he  had  fuftained.     For  this  purpofe,  he  Was  obliged,  if  re- 
quired, to  make  affidavit  with  refpedl  to  it,  or  at  leaft  to  ex- 
hibit proper  proof  of  the  damage  he  had  incurred.     But  was 
there  any  provifion  made  in  the  claufe  under  confideration  for 
that  purport?  By  no  means.    On  the  contrary,  gambling  was 
to  be  legalized  in  its  utmoft  extent.     Every  perion  holding  a 
ticket  might  open  a  policy  upon  it,  and  after  infuring  it  in 
one  office,  might  infure  it  in  another,  and,  in  fa£t,  derive  all 
the  advantages  which  accrue  from  a  multiplied  infurance.  The 
one,  however,  wais  totally  different  with  refpeft  to  mercantile 
infurance,  for  no  perfon  in  fuch  tranfaftions  could  derive  any 
.  advantage  whatever,  except  fuch  as  arife  from  real  lofs.     To 
illuftrate  this  idea,  he  would  fuppofe  that  A  poflefTes  tbe  ticket 
No.  lOO.    A  wifties  to  infure  it,  and  to  make  all  he  can  of  it. 
fi  enters  into  a  bargain  with  h'ni,  and  the  policy  is  formally 
concluded.    But  A  'is  not  merely  fatisficd  with  this  tranfnc- 
tion.    He  wi/hes  to  derive  an  accumulaied  3AN;)LUU^t.    'N^^^ 
Vol.  XXII.  C  vVi^- 
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therefore,  goes  to  all  the  lottery  offices  in  London,  and  inv. 
fures  it  over  and  oyer  again.    Was  there  any  thing  to  prevent 
him  to  do  this?  In  the  event  of  a  blank  coming  up,  was  there 
any  thing  to  preclude  him  from  deriving  all  thefe  advantages, 
which  muft  arife  from  his  various  and  multiplied  infurance? 
There  was  nothing:  and  fuppofing  even  that  he  was  not  pof. 
fefled  of  the  real  jiroperty  of  the  ticket,  what  was  to  prevent 
his  borrowing  one?  The  lottery  office  itfelf  would  lend  him 
a  ticket. — A  perfon  at  the  dbor  of  the  office,  for  a  fmall  pre- 
mhrai,  would  afford  him  a  temporary  exhibition   of  on?, 
which  would  be  all  that  would  prove  neceflary ;  and  he  did     i 
not  even  doubt,  but  that  one  lottery  office  would  be  To 
friendly  towards  another,  as  even  to  lend  tickets  to  perfons 
'  who  vViftied  to  make  infurance  at  that  repofitory  with  which 
it  maintained  fo  friendly  a  communication.— There  was,  in 
faft,  inthe  claufe,  no  provifion  againfl  this  extravagant  fpirit 
of  play ;  and  if  it  were  not  fuppreffed,  tickets  would  he  tranf- 
ferred   with   the  fame  facility  as  a  dice  box.     The  circum- 
fiance  ftruck  terror  every  where,  and  led  even  thofe  who  were 
not  too  much  inclined  to  fuperftition,  to  form  ft  range  conjec- 
tures relative  to  its  origin.     Reports  of  a  curious  nature  had 
obtained  on  this  fuhjeft.     In  the  courfe  of  difcharging  his 
duty  he  had  come  to  the  knowledge  of  this  circumftance.   As 
he  had  been  coming  down  from  the  bench  yefterday  in  Guild- 
hall, where  it  was  his  office  to  dojuftice,  two  perfons  of  grave 
appearance  and  decent  habit  and  deportment,  had  come  up 
and  addreffed  him  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  Lottery  bill  nov 
pending  in  parliament. — They  ftated,  that  it  had  originated 
in  the  manceuvres  of  certain  holders  of  tickets,  who,  finding  a 
flagnation  in  the  market,  had  dcfired  the  meafore,  and  pref 
vailed  fo  far  as  to  have  it  introduced  into  parliament.— ?He 
had  a^ed  on  what  grounds  they  founded  their  opinion;  they 
had  fiated  the  following,  viz.  That  the  tickets  had  remained 
for  a  confiderable  time  at  the  fame  price;  but  that  fince  the 
matter  had  been  agitated  in  parliament,  they  had  rifen  nearly 
thirty  fhillings.''    He  had  this  daybeen  curious  to  invefligate 
the  point,  and  previous  to  his  coming  down  to  the  Hogfe 
he  had  fent^  out  for  a  news-paper,  for  the  purpofe  of  know- 
ing the  price  of  tickets,  and  the  one  which  hod  been  fpnt  him 
,  had  convinced  him  of  the  fafl. 

The  Lcrd  Chancellor  anfwered  that  he  did  not  mean  to  ccoii 
Lord C3ian- tend  for  the  claufe  in  its  prefent  form,  but  he  was  of  opinioa 
**^^*         that  it  was  proper  and  neceflary,  if  it  was  qualified   fo  as  to 
prevent  improper  gambling  or  wager ing-r- With  that  view  he 
propofed  an  amendment  to  the  following  purport:  "That 
'*  CMtTj  ticket  infur^  ihall  be  depofited  in  tome  place,  to  heap* 
^'  />oiiitcdbytheComm\ffvoneTsoix\\fe\oxx^\'^W\5cv>\^wc^fe^  ' 
lich  ticket,  with  its inVurauce,  ftv^WV^ ^'^xa^^? 
I  He'Duke  of  Norfolk  op^ofc^  vV^^  cUvA^. 
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The  Ea^l  of  Carlifle  wifhed  to  podpone  the  regulation  of 
nfurance  contained  in  the  claufe  of  the  bill.  The  ideas  of  the 
rloufe  were  crude  with  regard  to  it,  and  his  Lordfhip  was 
firmly  convinced  that  th.re  was  nothing  to  urge  immediate 
procedure  in  the  buiinefs. 
The  Committee  divided  on  the  motion  of  amendment^ 
Contents  -  -  -  -  33 

Non  contents  -     ^"     -  -  7 

Majority  in  favour  of  Lord  Thurlow's  amendment  26 
The  Houfe  were  ihen  relumed,  and  afterwards  adjourned. 

Saturday y  loth  February, 

The  Houfe  met  on  porpofc  to  agree  to  the  bill,  for  the  bet- 
ter regulating  of  lottery-office  keepers;  fome  farther  amend- 
ments were  made,  which  were  afterwards  reported,  and  the  bill 
ordered  for  a  third  reading  on  Monday  next. 

The  Houfe  adjourned, 

Tuejday^  lyh  February^ 

.  Lord  Scarfdale  took  his  feat  as  chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  Privileges,  and  having  read  the  order  of  the  day  for  the 
Committee  to  fir,  and  the  Lords  to  be  fummoned, 

Vicount  Stormont  began  by  faying.  That  he  had  prefumed  ^»f« 
to  bring  before  the  Committee  a  bufinefs,  which,  as  matter  ^^^^ 
of  privilege,  was  entitled  to  ferious  and  early  attention,  and 
which  appealed  to  him  of  confiderable  importance.  He 
thought  it  a  great  public  queflion,  and  fhould  argue  it  upon 
large  public  ground.  The  conftitution  of  parliament  now  re- 
quired, that  the  reprefentation  of  the  Scotch  Peerage  (hould 
be  complete.  Is  it  fo  ?  That  is  the  queftion  for  the  confide- 
ration  of  the  Committee.  The  motion  is  purpofely  calculated 
■  Jo  put  that  point  fairly  at  iflue.  Had  the  queftion  any  thing 
of  legal  nicety,  he  fliould  be  ill  qualified  to  treat  it;  but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  it  lay  in  a  narrow  compafs,  and  was  to 
be  decided  upon  a  few  plain,  obvious  principles,  which  he 
would  endeavour  to  ilate. 

It  muft  be  admitted,  that  the  right  of  reprefentation  was 
given  to  ihe  Scotch  Peers  for  ihe  lofs  of  an  hereditary  feat  in 
parliament.  They  who  no  logger  fufli^er  the  lofs,  can  no 
longer  be  entitled  to  their  fliare  of  the  compenfation.  It 
would  be  abfurd  to  argue  what  is  fo  plain;  it  is  fufficient 
barely  ro  ftate  it. 

By  the  treaty  of  union,  fix  teen  peers  are  to  be  chofen  by 
thofe  whom  they  reprefent,  out  of  their  own  number.  Is 
it  not  clear,  from  this  ftipulation,  that  they  who  chufe  muft 
be  in  a  fituation  to  be  reprefented;  and  thofe  who  are  chofen, 
Mii  a  conditicm  to  be  rcprefentatives? 

Ca  t^ 
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All  ele£live  reprefentation  ia  government,  wherefoever  it 
obtains,  proceeds  upon  this  uniform,  invariable  principle* 
There  is  an  inconvenience,  real  or  fuppofed,  in  your  fharing 
in  the  government'  individually ;  therefore  you  (hall  fhare  in 
it  virtually  by  reprefentation.  The  one  being  in  lieu  of  the 
other,  they  cannot  be  co-exiftent.  You  cannot  reprefent 
yourfelf.  You  cannot  appear  in  perfon,  and  be  reprefentcd 
by  your  proxy.  The  moment  you  are  admitted  to  a  perfonal 
Ihare  in  the  government,  your  right  to  fhare  m  it  virtually, 
by  reprefentatioh,  muft  ceafe  and  determine.  He  then  ap- 
plied thefe  general  principles  to  the  particular  cafe..  The 
peers  of  Scotland,  at  the  union,  were  thought  too  numerous 
to  be  admitted  to  hereditary  feats  of  parliament;  therefore 
they  were  to  be  reprefented  by  fixteen  of  their  number. 
Whether  the  mode  was  wife,  whether  the  proportion  was 
fair  and  adequate,  it  is  needlefs  now  to  inquire.  Our  an- 
ceftors,  faid  he,  czmohcpc  in  fcedna^  and  by  their  agreement; 
we  are  indifputably  bound.     But  he  was  fure  their  Lordlhips 

'  were  bodhd  by  inclination,  ftill  more  than  by  the  ties  of  duty,, 
to  fee  that  agreement  fairly  and  honourably  fulfilled.  Would 

.  it  be  fo,  would  it  be  conformable  to  the  true  fenfe  and  mean- 
ing of  the  treaty;  would  it  be  confonant  to  the  principles  of 
reprefentation,  to  include,  in  the  number  of  Scotch  repre- 
fentatives,  hereditary  peers,  who  have  no  interefl  in  that  re^ 
prefentation,  and  to  whole  condition  eleftive  reprefentatioa 
cannot  appertain? 

An  hereditary  feat,  and  a  temporary  feat  by  eTeftion,  are 
not  only  different,  but  incompatible,  for  this  obvious  reafpn 
— the  hereditary  feat  takes  away  the  whole  efFe6l  of  the  rela* 
tlon  that  fhould  fubfill:  between  the  reprefentative  and  thofe 
who  chufe  him.  This  connexion  is  flronger  in  fome  go-' 
vernments,  in  fome  countries,  than  in  others;  but  it  obtains 
univerfally  iaall,  and  is  of  the  very  efTence  of  reprefentation. 
In  fome  countries,  as  in  Poland,  for  inflance,  members  are 
bound  by  the  inflrud^ions  of  their  conflituents.  It  has  been 
maintained,  that  this  is  the  cafe  in  our  conflitution.  Vif- 
count  Stormont  faid,  he  was  riot  of  that  opinion;  but  fup^ 
pofe,  for  a  moment,  that  to  be  the  cafe,  what  would  be  the  • 
condition  of  an  hereditary  peer  who  was  alfo  a  reprefentar 
tive?,  Clalhing  duties  might  arife. — His  own  judgement 
marks  out  to  him  one  line  of  conduft,  the  orders  of  the  elec- 
tors another:  Which  is  he  to  follow?  But  not  to  infift  upoa 
an  idea  of  the  conftitution  flrongly  maintained  by  others, 
but  differing  from  his  own  opinion,  he  faid,  that  in  this  coun- 
try reprefentatives  were  certainly  fo  far  refponfible  to  their 
conflituents  in  their  condudt,  that  upon  the  opinion  enter- 
tained  of  that  conduft,  t\\e\r  ?ale  ;!it  ^^wx.\3l\^  tVe^QLvc^w  wais  de- 

cided^  and  the  truft  repofed  iti  l\\evxicow\vv\M^\  Qtm^ix^^x^ 
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obferved,  that  the  fame  prerogative  that  had  raifed  two 
le  fixteen  to  an  hereditary  feat,  might,  in  poffibility  at 
c,  extend  the  fame  favour  to  the  whole  number.     VV  liat 
1  would  become  of  the  Scotch  reprefentation  ?  This  way 
mtting  It  makes  the  abfurdity  more  glaring;  but  there  is 
real  difference  between  the  one  cafe  and  the  other;  the  vio- 
on  of  the  principle  of  reprefentation  is  the  fame  in  both, 
then  proceeded  toihewy  that  the  ceffation  of  right  his 
tion  contended  for,  follows  by  clear  and  neceflary  confe- 
jnce,  from  the  incapacity  eftabliftied  by  a  refolution  of  the 
)ufe  in    1 709,  in  the  cafe  of  the  Duke  of  Dover's  vote, 
was  then  refolved,  "  That  a  peer  pf  Scotland,  claiming  to 
fit  in  the  Houfe  of  Peers  by  virtue  of  a  patent  pafled  un- 
der the  great  feal  of  Great  Britain,  and  who  now  fits  in  the 
parliament  of  Great  Britain,  has  no  right  to  vote  in  the 
eleflion  of  the  fixteen  peers." 

The  two  noble  Lords  in  qu  eft  ion  confeffedly  flood  in  that 

ruation  to  which  the  refolution  applies;  and  he  who  has  not 

right  to  vote  afortiorty  cannot  be  elected. 

The  determination  was  as  folemn,  as  deliberate  a  one  as 

ny  thatftands  on  the  records  of  parliament.    It  rejedled  the 

ote  of  a  perfon  intimately  conne£led  with  the  lord  treafurer 

Gbdolphin).    I  barely  mention  this  circumftance,  faid  he, 

mhout  laying  any  ftrefs  upon  it. 

The  refolution  paffed  at  a  time  when  all  that  related  to  the 
nion  was  frclh  in  every  man's  memory,  and  the  true  mean- 
Ig  and  intention  of  that  great  treaty  were  generally  known, 
r^afled  in  the  prefence  of  many  of  thofe  who  had  been  com- 
liflioners  on  both  fides,  adtors  in  that  great  fcene,  and  the 
mrnals  (liew  that  there  was  not  a  fingle  proteft.  It  has  been 
jnftantly  adled  under,  has  ftood  unqueftioned,  unfliaken, 
)r  near  fourfcore  years,  buch  a  precedent  has  all  the 
^ight  and  authority  that  can  belong  to  any  precedent  what- 
ver;  and  powerful  indeed,  faid  he,  is  the  weight  and  autho- 
ity  of  fuch  precedents  upon  the  mind  of  every  confiderate 
lan,  who  knows  the  mifchief  of  fludtuation,  and  thenumber- 
*fs  benefits  which  arife  from  certainty  of  law,  and  liability 
nd  uniformity  of  decifion. 

He  then  obfei  ved,  that  although  he  argued  from  this  refo- 
itioh,  though  it  afforded  a  very  flrong,  and,  he  thought,  ir- 
efiftible  argument  in  fupport  of  the  motion,  yet  the  niotion 
tfelf  went  to  the  fingle  point  of  reprefentation.  Theprefent 
ueftion  is  fimply  this,  whether  the  two  noble  Lords,  by 
[le  change  in  their  fituation,  do  or  do  not  ceafe  to  be  our  re- 
refentatives?  As  in  the  adl  of  union,  and  in  the  fubfequent 
St  of  the  6th  of  Queen  Anne,  there  are  no  exprefs  words 
lat  go  dire<Slly  to  the  point,  it  mull  be  a  queftion  of  con- 
ru£tion  upon  the  real  intent  and  meaning  01  t\\at  ijaiX.  ol  \5a& 
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treaty,  to  be  decided  by  the  rales  of  fair  interpretation,  and 
by  the  general  nature  and  principles  of  reprefentation,  appli- 
ed to  the  particular  cafe. 

By  an  article  jn  the  treaty  of  union,  the  peers  of  this  two 
countries,  now  made  one,  are  to  be  comprehended  under  ont 
general  name.  Had  it  conferred  equality  of  right,  all  \m 
of  diftindion  would  have  been  done  away.  But  Britilh 
peerage  now  confifts  of  two  difli net  orders  of  men,  hafiDg 
diflerent  rights,  and  (landing  in  very  different  fituations  in- 
^ed.  The  one  retains  all  the  privileges  of  peerage^  fits  in 
parliament,  whofe  authority  now  extends  over  the  whole 
,  united  kingdom.     The  other  has  the  inferior  rights  of  the 

peerage  throughout  the  whole  kingdom,  but  is  abridged  of 
the  moft  valuable  right  of  all — an  hereditary  feat  in  parlia- 
ment. They  are  therefore,  in  faft,  two  diftindk  orders  of  i 
men,,  though  called  by  the  fiune  name;  the  one  having  in- 
dividually a  fbare  in  the  legiflature,  the  other  only  a  virtual 
fiiareby  reprefentation.  No  line  of  diftindlion  can  be  more 
llrongly  drawn. 

The  qii^tion  then,  fairly  ftated,  is  this,  What,  according 
to  the  true  meaning  and  intention  of  the  union,  is  to  he  the 
condition  of  hinn,  who  pafles  from  the  one  order  to  the  other, 
from  the  reprefentative  to  the  hereditary  clafs?  Why,  clear^ 
ly  this-^he  acquires  all  the  rights  of  an  hereditary  jfeat,  and 
the  rights  of  reprefentation  ceafe,  as  appertaining  exclufivcly 
to  tliat  condition  in  which  he  no  longer  remains.    The  Com* 
mittee  well  know,  that  tlie  right  of  reprefentation  is  fo  fcr 
from  l>eing  inherent  in  peers^  as  fuch,  that  it  was  ftrenuodly 
conteiKled  at.  the  union,  tliat  it  was  inconfiftent  with  and  r^ 
pugnant  to  the  nature  of  peerage.    It  certainly  is  a  right  in- 
cidental to  the  change  of  fituation  made  by  the  treaty  of 
union. — From  the  fituation  in  which  that  treaty  placed  theni) 
the  two  noble  Lords  have  emerged  by  the  favour  of  the 
Crown,  and  are  faifed  to  thofe  rights,  to  that  condition  in 
the  parliament  of  Great  Britain,  which,  in  tlie  pariiament  of  , 
Scotland,  every  Scotch  peer  enjoyed. 

WUea  we  chofe  them,  added  he,  they  were  in  the  faflie 
fituation  with  ourfelvcs;  they  were  fellow  fu^rers.  Being  . 
po  longer  in  that  fituation,  they  can  no  longer  he  entitled 
-toafliareof  that  compenfation,  which  was  great  tothcag- 
gregatebody,  for  the  lofs  it  foftained.  They  now  fit  herein 
Aeir  own  right;  they  cannot  therefore  fit  in  ours.  They 
cannot  be  temporary  reprefentatives  in  a  place  where  they 
have  an  indefeafible  right  to  appear  for  themfelves.  We  are 
proud  of  every  connecSlion  with  them,  but  what  is  incom- 
patible with  their  cond'vUon  and  ours.  Wc  hope  th'efe  two 
•  noble  Lords,-  and  a\\  tA\ofe  \n\\o  vi^xt  ^oxvcv^tX-^  c&  ^''W  tioit- 
b&r,  retain  ihe'vi   icrtvaei  -l^A  i^\  <S\^  YCvi\Tv\RX\»Rv«t  A  «fi 


87.  P    E    &    A    T    E    S. 

s.  We  hope  they  who  have  reached  the  fliore  will  not 
different  to  the  condition  of  thofe  whom  they  liave  left 
id. 

e  then  ftated  particularly,  the  cafe  of  James  Duke  of 
>1^  upon  whom  an  English  honour  devolved  in  1736,. 
0vho  continued  to  fit  in  parliament  as  Duke  of  Athol  and 
n  Strange.  He  ohferved,  that  there  never  had  been  any 
ion,  ^uy  qu^ftion,  any  even  the  fmalleft  difcuiTion  upon 
ubje^.  The  whole  had  ^^SeHi  fub  Jtlentio.  Why  it  did 
'^  perhaps,  at  this  diftant  period,  rather  to  be  conjedlureA 
known.  It  probably  was  thought  a  thing  of  httle  con- 
jnce,  as  there  was  very  little  chance  that  a  fimilar  cafe, 
of  an  old  Englifh  honour  devolving  upon  a  Scotch  peer. 
Id  happen  again.  The  cafe  now  in  queftion  could  not 
\ei\  under  the  then  circumftances.  1  he  Scotch  peerage 
s  then  fmarting  under  the  wound,  which  the  rafti  and 
jnt  hand  of  party  gave  in  the  cafe  of  the  Duke  of  Bran- 
in  171 1.  In  that  fituation  of  things,  the  peerage  of 
land  might  think  it  a  point  of  little  moment;  but  the 
is  very  different  now — the  Scotch  peers  are  reftored  to 
•  rights-^the  right  of  prerogative  is  reftored.  The  royal 
ur  may  now  flow  in  that  channel,  as  freely  as  in  any 
F.  It  was  for  many  years  totally  obftrufted  by  that  re- 
:ion,  on  which,  faid  he,  T  mean  not  to  dwell;  I  could 
I  it  buried  in  everlafting  oblivion,  were  it  not  that  that 
now  would  extinguifti  the  praife  and  honour  due  to  thofe 
vhom  the  efiedi  of  that  refolution  was  done  away.  I  am 
aaded  (continued  he)  that  the  fame  fairnefs  and  liberality 
entiment  which  governed  upon  that  occafion,  will 
wn  now.  I  apply  myfelf  with  equal  confidence  to  every 
of  the  Houfc,  perfuaded  that  the  juftice  of  the  cau  few  ill 
d  with  equal  force  in  the  hreafts  of  all. 
have  purpofely  waved,  faid  he,  all  confiderations  of  po- 
,  as  the  caufe  ftands  in  need  of  no  fuch  collateral  aid.  But 
i  much  I  may  fay,  the  heft,  the  wifeft  and  moft  dignified 
:y  willchufe  to  do  that  which  is  attended  with  no  poffible 
nvcnience,  farther  than  hurt  the  rights  and  wound  the 
ngs  of  a  confiderable  and  refpeftable  body  of  men;  and 
lere  wete  arty  fliadow  of  doubt  In  this  bufinefs,  which,  he 
efted,  after  the  fulleft  corifideration,  he  could  not  |^r- 
e;  yet  furely,  ev^n  in  that  cafe,  the  faireft  and  moft^pr 
t  mind  might  incline  towards  that  decifion  which  \^h* 
rable  to  the  interefts  of  many,  prejudicial  to  the  real  in- 
K-sof  none.  The  principles  laid  down  in  the  preamble  to 
famous  peerage  bill  was,  that  the  proportion  eftablifhed 
le  union  was  become  unequal  by  the  number  of  peers 
ed  fince  th^t  period.  This  principle  wou\d  \e;x^  \o  ^tv 
\rs  of  our  number:  W«  have  no  fuch  Tig)\ti  V^ft  tsv•^^^^ 
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no  fuch  claim.  All  we  demand  is,  complete  reprefentation, 
"  fuch  as  the  union  gave  us — fuch  as  the  ppefent  conftitution 
of  parliament  abfolutely  requires.  It  cannot  be  complete,  if 
thofe  are  to  be  included  in  our  number  who  have  no  longer 
any  intereft  in  the  reprefentation,  and  to  whofe  prefent  con- 
duion,  I  again  and  again  repeat,  eleftive  reprefentation,  from 
the  nature  of  it,  cannot  poflibly  apply. 

He  concluded  with  faying,  that  he  was  perfuaded  their 
Lordfliips  would  upon  all  occafions,  be  difpofed  to  interpret 
every  article  of  the  treaty  of  union  in  the  fa i reft  and  raoft 
liberal  manner;  that  fairnefs  and  liberality,  which  apply 
particularly  to  the  interpretation  of  fuch  a  convention  as  the 
union  neceflarily  was.  From  the  very  nature  of  it,  one  of 
.  the  contracSing  parties  muft,  for  the  fubfequent  performance 
of  the  engagement,  rely  upon  the  honour  and  good  faith  of 
the  other  contracting  party.  This  confideration  will  hate 
more  weight  with  the  Houfe  than  any  ftipulation  that  could 
he  inferred  in  a  convention  between  two  nations  who  re- 
ifnained  independent,  and  in  a  condition  to  fupport  their 
refpedlive  rights,  and  whofe  mutual  interefts  had  led  them  to 
the  conclufion  of  a  treaty  fo  advantageous  to  both. 

This  fairnefs  and  liberality  of  interpretation,  which  be- 
longs to  the  whole  treaty,  can  apply  more  properly  to  no 
part  of  it  than  to  that  which  refpeits  the  peerage  of  Scotland. 
The  change  the  union  made  in  their  condition  is  known  to 
you  all.  I  hope,  faid  he,  you  will  keep  in  conft^nt  remem- 
brance this  day,  that,  before  an  event  fo  beneficial  to  bodi 
countries  could  take  place,  the  peers  of  Scotland  had  great 
difficulties  to  conquer,  to  the  attainment  of  that  defirable 
end; — they  made  as  large  a  faerifice  as  ever  was  madebj 
men.  Had  they  retained  their  hereditary  feat  in  parliament 
at  the  expence  of  half  their  property,  they  had  made  a  happf 
and  noble  exchange.  No  man  can  deferve  an  hereditary 
feat  in  the  great  Council  of  a  free  nation,  who  does  not  con- 
fider  it  as  the  firft  of  all  rights,  the  moft  valuable  of  all  pof- 
feffions.  That  right,  that  ineftimable  poffeffion,  for  reafoni 
of  public  utility,  our  anceftors  were  contented  to  for^o.  In 
a  word,  they  did  that  which  has  ever  been  counted  a  mark  of 
exalted  virtue — They  chofe  rather  to  be  little  in  a  grcit 
Aate,  than  great  in  a  fmall  one.  Deciding  on  the  rights  of 
the  defcendants  of  men  fo  circumftanced,  you  would  be  dif- 
pofed rather  to  extend  than  diminifti  thofe  rights.  Wc  alk 
noextention;  we  demand  nothing  but  what  the  union  gave. 
All  we  defire  is,  that  you  will  not,  in  contradidkion  to  the 
,  -  clear  and  obvious  meaning  of  that  agreement,  to  the  fenfe  en- 
tertained and  declared  of  it  by  thofe  by  whom  it  was  fram- 
ed, and  in  contraA\d'vou  to  tUe  cleareft  principles  of  re- 
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ientationi  abridge  our  rights,  by  curtailing,  tht  (lender 
ipenfation  allotted  us,  for  the  greateft  lets  which  men 
0  have  any  dignity  can  luftain ! 
Vifcount  otormont  concluded  with  moving, 
**  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  th^  the  Earl 
of  Abercom,  .who  was  chofen  to  be  of  the  number  of  the 
fixteen  peers,  who,  by  the  treaty  of  union,  are  to  repiefent 
the  peerage  of  Scotland  in  parliament,  having  been  creat- 
ed Vifcount  Hamilton,  by  letters  patent  under  the  great 
feal  of  Great  Britain,  doth  tliereby  ceafe  to  fit  in  this 
Houfe  as  a  reprefentative  of  the  peerage  of  Scotland." 
The  Bifhop  of  /.^w^^/t^  declared,  that  had  the  queftion  apM 
eared  to  him  of  nice  legal  difcuflion,  he  would  not  have  pre- 
jmed  to  trouble  their  Lordfliips  with  any  fentiments  which 
le  might  entertain  refpeding  it;  fince  no  man  knew  lefs  of 
he  law  and  its  diilin£iions  than  he  could  pretend  to  be  .con* 
rerfant  with,  but  he  was  fufficiently  informed  of  the  hiftory 
>f  the  tranfadtions  on  which  the  prcfent  queftion  wasground- 
^1  to  be  fatisfied  that  a  moderate  portion  of  phtn  common 
fenfe  was  equal  to  its  comprehenfion.     He  imagined  that 
there  could  fcarcely  be  two  opinions  on  the  motion.     It  was 
clear,  from  the  noble -Vircount's  accurate  and  perfpicuous 
reafonin^,  that  His  Majefty  had  been  gracioufly  pleafed  to 
J)eftow  Lnglifh  honours  upon  two  Scotch  peers.     That  he 
conceived  to  bean  infra6lion  of  tlie  treaty  of  union;  butthen^ 
it  was  an  infraflion  on  the  part  of  England,  as  the  honours 
conferred  were  Englifh ;  Scotland  confequently  could  not 
find  fault,  nor  did  he  mean  to  complain.     On  the  contrary, 
he  thought  it  extremely  right  that  His  Majefty,  the  fource 
and  fountain  of  favour  and  of  diftindtion,  ihould  have  the 
power  of  calling  up  to  that  Houfe,  men  of  large  property 
and  eftate,  men  who  diftinguiftied  themfelves.  in  the  profef- 
fion  of  the  law,  the  army  and  the  navy,  men  whofe  public 
fervices  in  the  other  Houfe  of  parliament  entitled  them  to 
honours  and  rewards,  and,  more  efpecially,  peers  of  Scotland, 
defcended  moft  of  them  from  old  and  noble  families,  who^ 
confequently,  could  add  the  luftre  of  anceftry  to  their  other 
eminent  qualifications;  for,  whatever  might  be  faid  of  an- 
ceftry, no  man  defpifed  it,  but  he  who  had  none  to  value 
himfelf  upon,  and  no  man  made  it  Jiis  pride,  but  he,  who  had 
nothing  better  to  boaft  of.    On  the  prefent  occafion,  he  can- 

fratulated  their  Lordfhips  on  the  acceffion  to  the  Britifli 
eerage  of  the  two  noble  Lords,  not  more  dignified  by 
hirth,  than  by  their  charadler  and  their  merit.  With  regard 
to  the  diftindlion  fo  forcibly  drawn  by  the  noble  Vifcount 
between  individuals  and  virtual  reprefentation,  it  was  a  dif- 
crimination  almoft  too  evident  to  require  farther  elucidation; 
but  if  it  were  fuppofed  ihsX  a  member  of  the  other  Houfe  he* 
*     Vol,  XXII.  D  ln^ 
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irig  called  up  by  parent  to  a  feat  among  their  Lordlhlps,  | 
ihould,  neverthelefs,  infift  upon  keeping  his  feat  as  a/epre-  »? 
fentative  of  the  people  at  the  fame  time,  a  ftronger  inftance  ^: 
of  the  truth  of  the  argument,  and  of  the  abfurdity  of  the 
izQ.  upon  which  it  refted  could  fcarcely  be  given ;  yet,  as  ex- 
treme cafes  fometimes  removed  all  doubt,  his  Lordfliip  faid 
he  would  b^  leave  to  bring  forward  as  a  fappofition  that 
when  the  a<5  of  union  firft  paffed,  the  Queen  had  chofen 
^  immediately  afterwards  to  create  the  whole  of  the  fixtecn 
Scotch  peers  Britilh  Dukes.  Was  there  one  of  their  Lord- 
ihips  who  would  not  in  that  cafe  have  agreed,  that  the 
peerage  of  Scotland  had  a  right  to  complain,  that  their 
reprelentatives  had  betrayed  their  truft,  and  bartered  their 
Scottifli  titles  for  Englifh  honours?  So  extreme  a  cafe,  un- 
doubtedly, was  not  likely  to  happen  ;  but  it  put  the  queftion 
in  fo  forcible  a  light,  that  after  having  fo  ftated  it  hypotbe- 
tically,  he  trufted  their  Lordfhips  would  with  him  concur 
with  the  motion,  and  that  the  proper  forms  would  in  con- 
fequence  be  forthwith  complied  with,  which  were  neceflary 
to  be  reforted  to  previous  to  the  peerage  of  Scotland  proceed- 
ing to  an  election  of  two  new  rcprefentatives  in  the  room  of 
the  Earl  of  Abercorn,  now  Lord  Vifcount  Hamilton,  and 
the  Duke  of  Queenfberry,  now  Earl  Douglas. 

Farl  of         The  Earl  of  Moreton  obferved,  that  notwitftanding  the 

Mwcton.  great  abilities  and  authority  of  the  noble  Vifcount,  and  the 
learned  and  right  reverend  Prelate,  he  thought  it  his  duty 
to  declare,  his  mind  revolted  at  it,  and  the  more  he  endea- 
voured to  in^veftigate  the  queftion,  and  afcertain  its  precife 
tendency,  the  more  he  was  confirmed  in  his  firft  opinion, 
and  the  lefs  inclined  he  found  himfelf  to  give  away  or  aban- 
•  don  the  judgement  which  he  had,  on  what  he  conceived  to 
be  good  grouniis,  adopted.  He  proceeded  to  ftate  his  con- 
ftrudion  of  that  feftion  of  the  aft  of  union  that  refers  to 
the  cafe,  and  contended,  that  unlefs  they  were  rendered  le- 
gally incapable  of  reprefenting  the  Scotch  peerage  during  any 
part  of  a  feffion,  they  were,  by  their  conftitutioh,  elefled  to 
ierve  the  whole  feffion  out  till  the  parliament  either  naturally 
expired  or  was  diilblved. 
Earl  of        The  Earl  of  Fanconberg  fupported  the  motion,  affigning 

Fauconbcrg  j^jg  reafons  for  thinking  their  Lordfliips  bound  in  juftice  to 
declare  two  vacancies,  in  the  number  of  reprefentativc  pctn 
of  Scotland.  He  concluded  with  declaring,  that  he  thought 
this  country  indebted  to  Scotland,  and  he  heartily  wifhed 
that  he  could  fay  as  much  of  another  part  of  the  Britifh  do- 
minions. 

^Eari  of        'pjje  £jjj.i  Qf  UopgiQ^n  went  through  the  hiftory  of  the  par* 
pcioun.  jj^ji^gQ^jj^y  t^anfadtions  at  forming  the  treaty  of  union^'and 
/iated  the  reafons  why  x.\vea&.^vi^t^\^&.^s»\i\a^  vrere. 
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L'trd  Chancellor  oppofed  the  motion,  as  going  upon  a  LorJChan- 
le  not  recognized  by  the  treaty  of  union.  He  fo-  ccllor. 
conjured  their  Lordihips  toconfider  how  much  their 
,  their  honour,  and  their  charadter  were  concerned  in 
;  their  tribunal  pure,  untainted,  and  unfufpeSed.  He 
f  (what  he  defcribed  as)  the  humihating  degradation 
muft  inevitably  enfuc,  if  they  deviated  from  the  ftrift 
their  duty  in  the  delivery  of  a  decifion  in  a  cafe, 

though  of  great  weight  and  importance,  was  never- 
connedted  with  future  eleftions,  by  recalling  to  their 
:he  degree  of  ranknefs  and  corruption,  which  the  tri- 
)f  another  place  had  arrived  at,  in  determining  cafes 
lion,  infomuch,  that  it  had  been  at  laft  found  abfo- 
neceffary  to  take  the  jurifdiftion  out  of  their  hands* 
iared  that  he  could  not  avoid  mentioning,  in  terms  of 
the  unimpeached  rectitude  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
art  to  which  he  alluded,  and  the  juftice  of  their  deci- 
1  general.  Their  Lordfhips  were  not  to  liften  to  ar- 
ts grounded  on  fuppoled  or  real  inconvenience  to  this 
:  fet  of  men;  nor  were  they  entitled  to  confider  what 
)f  parliament  (hould  have  been,  but  what  it  wasw  They 
pund  to  abide  by  it,  and  to  comply  with  its  letter, 
ed,  that  he  muft  take  the  liberty  of  reprehending  the 
Vifcount  (Stormont)  for  ufing  the  fort  of  argument 
hich  he  had  introduced  his  motion;  and  he  declared 
e  learned  and  right  reverend  prelate  fliould  have  taken 
have  read  the  articles  of  the  treaty  of  union,  before  he 
itured  to  let  loofe  his  opinions  upon  the  fubjeft.  He. 
[upon  it,  that  the  giving  an  Englilh  title  to  a  Scotch 
ould  not  take  away  or  diminifti  any  one  fundion  pre- 

pofleffed  by  a  Scotch  peer,  and  that  he  was  as  fully 
ated  to  continue  the  reprefentative  of  Scotland  after 
ig  an  Englifli  honour  as  before.  He  inftanced  the  cafe 
Duke  of  Richmond,  who,  as  Duke  of  Lennox,  was 
d  to  and  enjoyed  all  the  privileges  of  a  Scotch  Duke, 
ted  the  fads  which  diftinguiftied  the  pafling  of  the  a£l 
ory  to  the  adl  of  union)  which  pafled  in  Scotland,  and 
efcribing  the  various  circumftances  of  the  whole  tran- 
,  fummed  up  a  long  argument,  with  laying  down  cer- 
gal"  premifes,  which  he  challenged  any  noble  Lord  to 
t  with  him.  He  argued  that  as  the  a6ts  of  conftituting 
s  generally  termed  the  treaty  of  union,  ftood,  nothing 
jf  a  legal  incapacity,  (which  letters  patent  creating  a 
I  Lord  an  Englifh  reer,  he  contended  was  not)  could 
y  of  the  fixteen  Scotch  peers  out  of  the  fituation  of 
mtative  peers,  till  the  feffion  of  pgrliam^nt  Ihould  hqiv« 
expired  or  become  diffolvedp 

D%  Lord 
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W.  Lough*     Tuoxi  LoT4ghiforGu^h  (sLidy  that  from  the  word  tribunal,  and    \ 
jwrougb.     |.)^g  manner  iri  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  prefaced 
;his  fpeech,  be  had  been  inclined  to  imagine  he  had  miftaken 
the  queftion  before  the  Houfe,  and  that  it  was  a  juaicial  in- 
ilead  of  ^  politicijil  and  preliminary  proceeding.     Under  this 
impulfe,  he  had  looked  to  the  table,  to  fee  if  any  petition  had 
been  prefenjed,  and  turned  his  eyes  to  the  bgr,  to  obferveif 
the  counfel  and  agents  were  below  it.  Nothing  could  be  more 
jjiftant  in  its  nature  from  a  judical  proceeding  than  that  ud-» 
/.der  confederation ;  not  that  he  had  any,  thefmalleft  objec- 
tion to  having  it  judically  treated,  if  the  noble  and  barne4 
Lord  thought  proper.     All  he  defired  was,  that  a  clear,  uu- 
imbarraffed,  finiple,  obvious  propofition,  to  which  the  minds 
.of  every  order  of  men  were  fully  corppetent  to  com4)rcl»end 
and  to  decide,  fhould  not  be  wrapped  up  and  difguifed  frooj 
their  Lord/hips  view,  hy  the  ipode  of  treating  it.     His  no- 
ble friend,  ^Vifcount  Stormont)  difti^ftly  told  their  Lord- 
Jhips  the  nature  of  the  cafe  which  was  fubmitted  to  their 
judgenient  and  their  juftice;  the  right  reverend  and  learned 
Prelate  oppofite  to  him,  and  the  noble  Earl  (of  Hopetoun) 
near  him,  had  alfo  fully  explained  it.     Let  thefe  explanations 
be  confidered,  and  let  the  true  fpirit  of  the  treaty  of  union 
ie  applied  to  it,  and  there  was  not  one  of  their  Lordftiips, 
who  (he  conceived)  could  hefitate  a  inoment  what  part  to 
take.     Let  them  aik  themfelves,  what  pofSble  iojury  thcjf 
could' do  by  voting  fo^  jthe  motion?  Would  they  diminim 
any  noble  Lord's  rank,  curtail  his  powers,  or  in  any  on« 
ihape  whatever,  trench  upon  his  privileges?  On.  the  other 
hand,  what  unneceflary  injuftice  would  they  not  commit,  if 
they  decided  againft  the  motion  ?  Did  the  treaty  of  union,  or 
did  it  not,  clearly,  explicitly,  ^nd  undeniably  mean  that 
Scotland  fhould  fend  fixtee;i  peers,  as  the  reprefentativcs  of 
her  peerage,  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords?  H^e  ever  would  niain- 
tain  tliat  the  intention  and  fpirit  of  every  ftatutc,  the  penal 
ftatutes  alone  excepted,  were  to  be  looked  to  for  the  con* 
'    ftruftipn*^    In  penal  flatutes,  the  ftriil  letter  of  the  zSt  muft 
be  followed.   But  in  a  cafe  like  the  prefent,  the  intention  an4 
fpirit  of  the  treaty  of  union  were  to  he  taken,  as  the  beft 
guide  to  the  right  conftruflion.     His  Lordfliip  entered  into 
a  definition  of  the  flatutes  alluded  to, — mentioned  what  tbe' 
pcciili^reteftion  principle  of  the  law  of  cle£lion  in  Scotland 
was— combated  the  Lord  Chancellor's  legal  arguments,— ex- 
patiated 00  the  cafe  of  the  Duke  of  Dover,   the  Dukt  of 
'  Athol,  &c.  and  anfwcred  what  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  faU 
jefpcfting  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and  the  rights  to  which' 
^is  title  of  Duke  of  Lennox  entitled  him  as  a  &otch  peer. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  rofe  again,  and  aftef  repeating  Ws 
prmcip:d  legal  pofiiipn  xt\alV?^  to  \!wt  Xxw^  OL  >^&3AtK  dc- 
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sd  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  meet  him  upon  tfatf 

3und  which  he  had  mentioned. 

The  queftion  being  called  for,  Lord  Scarfdale  put  it,  wheti 

Contents  were,  -  -  -  52 

Non  Contents,  -  -  -  38 

As  foon  as  the  Committee  was  refumed  Vifcount  Stormont 
Aade  his  iecond  motion  as  follows: 

"  That*  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee,  That  the 
*  JDuke  of  Queenlberry,  who  was  chofen  to  be  of  the  num- 
''  berof  fixteen  peers,  who,  by  the  treaty  of  union,  are  to 
'*  reprefent  the  peerage  of  Scotland  in  parliament,  having 
'*  been  created  Earl  Douglas,  by  letters  patent,  under  the 
*'  great  feal  of  Great  Britain,  doth  thereby  ceafe  to  fit  in  this 
"  Houfe  as  a  reprefentative  of  the  peerage  of  Scotland.** 
This  queftion  was  carried  without  a  divifion* 
The  Uoufe  adjourned, 

Friday,   16th  of  February, 

The  Dnke  of  Norfolk  complained  that  the  motion  which  ^^^ 
fie  had  the  honour,  on  a  former  day,  to  fubmit  to  their  °' 
Lord/hips,  refpefting  certain  papers  neceflary  to  elucidate 
the  Commercial  Treaty,  had  been  but  partially  complied 
3vith.  The  very  itelligence  which  he  fought  from  Minifters 
was  withholden ;  and,  therefore,  he  again  called  upon  admi* 
niftration  to  produce  that  kind  of  intelligence  of  which  the 
Houfe  ojight  to  be  in  pofleffion,  before  they  entered  into  any 
idebate  concerning  a  fubjeft,  in  which  the  intereft  of  this 
empire  was  fo  materially  concerned. 

The  Marquis  of  Carmarthen  faid,  that  all  the  papers  re-  Mar 
jquiffte,  and  which  could  with  any  degree  of  attention  to  the  ^*" 
cbnfiftency  of  office   be  produced,    were  up&n   the   table. 
Private  correfpondence  was  a  matter  which   every   noble 
Lord  knew  could  not  be  publifhed,  unlefs  fome  very  immi- 
nent danger  demanded  it. 

Vifcount  Stormont  contended,  that  every  paper  relative  to  vifc 
a  bufinefs,  in  which  all  that  was  dear,  all  that  was  honour-  Storj 
abfe,  all  that  was  honeft  to  this  country,  were  involved, 
fiiould  be  produced.  Portugal  had  its,  claim  to  attention : 
jbut  that  claim  feemed  to  be  totally  forgotten  at  this  critical 
moment;  and  the  moft  vague  and  inconfiftent  excufes  were 
^lade,  ^s  fubftitutes  for  reafonand  juftice.  He  called  upon 
Minii^ers  to  come  forward,  and  declare  whether  they  did,  or 
whethet  they  did  not,  mean  tp  fet  afide  the  Meth.uen  Treaty^ 
and  afl:,  as  occafibn  might  offer,  in  the  negociation  with  our 
^n'atural  enemies  the  French.  Rumours  had  gone  abroad, 
S4^^  ^)^t  were;  perhaps,  well  founded^  that  to  effefl  this 
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Britifh  jun£lion  with  the  Houfe  of  Bourbon,  all  our  trade 
with  Portugal  was  to  be  facrificed.  This  was  a  circuraftancc 
of  infinite  magnitude  ;  and  if  the  report  of  a  converfation 
held  with  the  prefent  Portuguefe  Minifter  was  to  be  crc- 
ditedy  fuch  at  this  moment  was  the  idea  of  the  prefent  ad- 
miniftration. 
ra  Thnr-  Lord  Thur/ow  confidered  the  time  as  improper  to  enter 
'•  into  a  difcuf&on  of  the  merits  or  demeiits  of  the  Treaty: 

and  as  to  any  private  converfation  between  Britifti  and 
foreign  Minifters,  he  held  that  to  be  facred;  not  that  he 
imagined  that  the  nature  of  any  occurrence  conneded  with 
the  prefent  treaty  would  flirink  from  the  light  of  inveftiga- 
tion.  If  the  noble  Vifcount  had  any  conference  or  conver- 
fation with  the  Portuguefe  Minifter,  let  him  declare  it  open- 
ly, and  let  him  mention  what  pailed.  He  knew  of  nothing 
that* woutd  not  bear  inveftigation.  v 

count  Vifcount  Stormont  replied  that  he  held  no  improper  cor ref- 

rmont.  pondence  with  any  Minifter,  and  that  the  matters  alluded  to 
were  no  fecret,  for  they* were  eren  publicly  read  at  the 
Thatched  Houfe,  St.  James's  Street.  He  condemned  the 
hafty  and  unconftitutional  mode  of  proceeding  on  the  treaty, 
but,  in  particular,  that  part  which  fo  eflentially  concerned 
Portugal, 
rd  Chan-  Tlie  Lord  Chancellor  declared,  that  he  did  not  know  where 
w-  the  Thatched  Houfe  was ;  nor  did  he  think  that  fuch  an  au- 
thority was  a  proper  one  for  their  Lordftiips  to  take  as  a  faft. 
Paper  or  papers  might  have  beeri  read  there,  but  that  was  of 
Jittle  fignification  to  the  Houfe  of  Peers.  They  were  not  to 


be  guided  by  a  tavern. 


count  vifcount . 5/^rmo«/,  allowed  that  the  concluiion   of  the 

rmoiit,  jg2j.j^gj  Lord's  argument  was  a  good  one,  if  the  preraifes  had 
been  eftabliflied  ;  but,  unfortunately  for  him,  the  fa<ft  of  the 
Thatched  Houfe  was  public.  The  meeting  had  been  openly 
convened  for  the  purpofe,  and  all  who  were  principally  inte- 
refted  attended.  As  to  himfelf  he  never  had  any  privates 
converfation  with  the  Minifter  of  Portugal,  refpedking  pub- 
lic affairs,,  fince  he  was  out  of  office.  But,  thus  much  he 
would  aver,  that-two  years  had  elapf^d  in. the  prefent  admi- 
niftration,  and  that  within  that  time  no  ferious  ftep  had  been 
taken  to  continue  our  alliance  in  faith  and  honour  with  Por- 
tugal. A  Minifter  had  indeed  been  fent  out,  but  he  was  fcarce- 

ly  there  when  he  becam©  obliged  to  return He  brought 

piftilence  with  him,  and  they  were  glad  to  fend  him  back  as 
foon  as  they  could  decently  get  rid  of  him.  Much  had  been 
faid,  and  much  no  doubt  would  yet  be  faid  concerning  our 
negledl  of  Portugal,  out  old  aU^^  a^^d  this  new-fangled  love 
for  France,  ou  r  natural  enemy .  T\m^  >n  ovx\^  t^\qs^  hJVw^^^x 
Minillers  were  right  or  uof,  ^x^x^fetaV^^oxiJw^V^^/^^ 
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erty  to  inform  them — perhaps,  only  to  remind  them  (for 

sir  intelligence,  no  doubt,  was  great  and  extenfive)  that 

is  bofom  friend,  this  fafliionable,  this  honeft,  this  Cncere 

ighbour,  the  Court  of  Verfailles,  notwithftanding  all  their 

liles,  all  their  promifes,  all  their  avowed  good  wilhes;  were 

this  moment  in  TREA  I  Y  with  PORTUGAL  to  MO- 

lOPOLISE  the  WHOLE  of  the  BRAZIL  COTTON 

RADE ;  and  confidering  how  we  were  about  to  infure  our 

Id  ally,  there  was  little  doubt  but  the  French  would  accom- 

lifli  that  event  fo  advantageous  to  them,  and  fo  deftruftive 

o  us.     The  great  care  which  minifters  took  of  any  matter 

vhich  regarded  the  welfare  of  the  ftate,  had  certainly  put 

hem  properly  on  their  guard,  refpedling  this  new  Treaty  of 

:heir  new  friend. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefday^  20th  of  February. 

A  motion  being  made  that  the  Lottery  Bill  be  read  a  iecond 
time, 

Vifcount  Stormont  prefented  a  petition  from  certain  perfons,  ViTcom 
the  proprietors  of  tickets,  whofe  names  were  under-written,  Sionnoii 
Bxpreffing  their  apprehenfions  that  this  bill,  if  pafled  into  an 
adi,  would  mbft  materially  injure  their  interefts  in  the  lot- 
tery ;  and  farther  craving   to  be   heard  by  council  on  this 
fubjecSl. 

The  petition  was  read  by  the  clerk,  and  -     . 

Lord  Thuriow  a(ked,  whether  the  noble  Vifcount  meant  xhurlo' 
to  make  any  motion  with  regard  to  it. 

Vifcount  Strrmont  anfwered,  that  the  only  motion  which  yifoonn 
he  conceived  might  be  proper  to  be  made  in  the  prefent  ftagc  Stwmoi 
of  the  bufmefs,  was,  that  the  petition  do  lie  on  the  table; 
but,  he  owned,  that  he  would  not  give  the  prayer  of  it  his 
fupport. 

Lord  7%ur/ow  remarked,  that  tlie  prefent  moment  was  a  L^rd 
fingular  one  to  prefent  a  petition  againft  a  bill  under  confi-  Thurioi 
deration.  The  bill  was  in  matter  exadlly  the  fame  with  that 
which  their  Lordfhips  (as  he  conceived)  had  rnofl.  properly 
amended,  and  fent  down  to  the  other  Houfe.  The  objeS  of 
it  was  to  enforce  more  fully  the  former  a£ls  of  Parliament. 
On  account  of  the  propofed  term  on  which  it  Ihould  have 
taken  place,  had  it  pafled  into  an  a<3,  having  expired  before 
it  could  obtain  the  concurrence  of  both  Houfes,  it  had  un- 
dergone a  new  fhape,  and,  though  exaftly  the  fame  in  fub- 
ftance,  had  been  fent  up  to  them  by  the  Commons  as  another 
bill,  merely  pro  forma.  —  If  any  apprehenfions  had  beea 
entertained  of  its  injurious  tendency,  wh^  \i2<\  not.  tVvofe  ^.^ 
>rebffnGons  been  /la  ted  when  it  was  formetl'^  wiv^^t  \N\€\x. 
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Lordfhips  difcuffion  ?  It  was  now  too  late,  and  it  was^alfo, 
derogatory  to  the  judgement  of  their  Lordfhips  to  liften  tp 
them.  He  was  exceedingly  happy  to  find  that  thenobleVif- 
count  felt  the  force  of  thefe  confiderations,  and  that  he  ob- 
ferved  a  determination  in  him  not  to  give  the  petition  any 
fupport.  The  proper  queftion  refpe&ing  it  was  this— 
W  hether  it  Ihould  be  rejefted  or  not. 

Vifcount  Stormont  declared,  that  Had  the  petition  been 
Storxnont.  prefented  at  a  previous  period  he  would  have  given  it  his 
fupport.     It  was,  furely,  at  the   prefent  conjundlure,  ill- 
timed,  and  this  was  his  chief  obje£lion  to  it — ^he  did  not 
concur  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in  his  idea  that  the 
fole  intention  of  the  bill  was  to  enforce  the  ads  of  Parlia- 
ment refpefting  Lottery-office  Keepers,  which  were  at  pre- 
fent in  exiftence,  but  which  had  be**n   found  inadequate  to 
fecure  their  objedts.  '  There  was   a  clearer  inlet,  totally 
difierent  from  this  aim,  and  which  tended  to  legalize  afpecies 
of  gambling  under  the  very  fpecious  notion  of  infurance,  of 
jwhich  he  could  by  no  means  approve :  but,  as  this  point  had 
already  obtained  the  approbation   of  their    Lordfhips,  he 
would  not,  at  the  prefent  moment,  give  it  any  pppofition. 
He  begged,  therefore,  that  it  might  be  underftood,  that  he 
did  not  decline  fupporting  the  petition  for  any  other  realbn^ 
than  that  it  had  come  too  late. 

•  Lord  1  burlaw  then  put  the  motion,  **  That  the  petition 
*<  be  rejefted,"  which,  after  a  little  general  converfatioi^ 
was  ordered. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 


Lora 

Thurlow. 


Friday y  2^J  of  February* 

Mr.  Grenville  brought  up  a  meflage  from  the  CommotU; 
the  fame  being  received,  the  meflenger  withdrew,  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  read  it  to  the  Houfe.  "  That  the  Commons 
**  requefted  a  conference  with  the  Houfe,^  upon  matters 
**  highly  interefting  to  the  manufa61:ures  and  conamerce  of 
<*  the  kinffdom.*  / 

Marquis  of      The  Marquis  of  Buckingham  moved  that  the  requeft  of  the 
Bucking-    jCommons  be  granted ;  and  that  the  conference  do  immedi* 
ately  take  place  in  the  Painted  Chan)ber. 

Ordered. 

Mr.  Grenville,  the  meffenger  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
was  again  called  in,  and  informed  of  their  Lordfhips  deter- 
mination. 

The  Houfe  then  proceeded  to  appoint  a  Committee  to 
flianage  the   faid  ^otv&ituc^)  conCiftlng  of  the   following 
-  perfonages: 


ham. 
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Earl  Camden,  Cbaurmaa, 
The  Duke  of  Chandos, 
The  Duke  of  Gordon, 
The  Earl  of  Salifcury, 
The  Earl  of  Denbigh, 
The  Marquis  of  Carmarthen^ 
Vifcount  Stormont, 
Lord  Sydney, 
Lord  Hawkefbury, 
The  Bifhop  of  Landaff, 
The  Bi/hop  of  Salilbury. 

When  the  Commons  were  ready,  the  Committee  with- 
Irew  'into  the  Painted  Chamber,  and  took  their  feats  at  the 
[able,  being  covered,  the  managers  of  the  Commons  (land- 
ing and  uncovered.  After  the  ufual  ceremonies,  Mr.  Gren- 
ville  addrefled  himfelf  to  Earl  Camden,  the  Chairman,  and 
opened  the  bufinefs  of  the  Conference  thus :  he  obferved  that, 

**  The  Houfe  of  Commons  had  taken  into  their  ferious 
"  conflderation  that  part  of  his  Majefty's  Speech  which  re- 
**  lated  to  the  Treaty  of  Commerce  with  France,  and  entered 
"  into  certain  Refolutions  relative  thereto.  The  Commons 
**  had,  likewife  agreed  to  an  humble  Addrefs  to  his  Majefty, 
"  refpedling  the  faid  Treaty  ;  which,  tc^jether  with  the  Re- 
**  folutions,  he  had  now  the  honour  of  prefenting  to  their 
*^  Lordfhips,  and  to  which  he  craved  their  Lordfhips'  con- 
'*  currence.** 

Mr.  Grenville  then   delivered  the  Refolutions  and  the 

Addrefs  to  Earl  Camden,  after  which  the  Lords  and  Com- 

.  mons  alternately  bowed  to  each  other,  and  the  Commons 

retired,  and  the  Lords  and  Commons  returned  to  their  re- 

fpe6tive  houfes,  and  thus  ended  the  conference. 

The  Committee  having  returned.  Earl  Camden  reported 
the  fubjeft  of  their  conference  with  the  managers  of  the 
Commons;  and  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  read  the  feveral 
Refolutions  which  had  been  pafled  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons^ 
and  delivered  them  to  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Vifcount  Stormont  now  rofe,  and  remarked  that  he  thought  J*^^®* 
it  due  to  the  refpeft  which  he  owed  their  Lordfhips,  to  take 
the  earliefl  opportunity  of  informing  the  Houfe,  that  he 
fhould  have  occafion  to  defire  their  Lordfhips  attention  to  his 
ftatement  of  feveral  objedlions,  which  prefented  themfelves 
to  his  mind,  with  regard  to  a  fingle  point  refpefling  the  pre- 
fent  bvifinefs,  and  this  was,  the  mode  of  their  proceeding  upon 
the  Refolutions  and  the  Addrefs  which  had  been  read.  He 
meant  not  to  enter  into  argument  upon  the  fqbjeft,  then, 
nor  to  engage  more  than  a  fingle  moment  of  xWvi  L^\3fl\\^i 
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Marquis  of 

Bucking- 

ham. 


time.  All  he  widied  to  imprefs  upon  their  minds  was,  that 
as  the  objedlions  he  fhould  have  to  offer,  referred  to  the 
mode  of  proce  ding  in  the  bufiiiefs,  what  he  had  to  fay  in 
that  refpeft  muft  neceflarily  precede  fheir  entering  upon  the 
confideration  of  the  Refolutions  and  Addrefs  of  the  Houfc 
of  Commons.  He  added  that  it  was  indifferenr  to  hun,  whe- 
ther his  objeflions  to  the  mode  of  proceeding  were  heard  on 
one  day,  or  another,  provided  that  the  ftatement  of  them 
was  permitted  to  precede  the  confideration  of  the  Refolutions 
and  Addrefs. 

The  Marquis  of  Buckingham  obferved  that  fo  greit  was  the 
importance  of  the  fubjedl  before  the  Houfe,  to  the  commer- 
cial and  manufafluring  intereft  of  the  nation,  that  it  required 
the  earlieft  and  moft  deliberate  inveftigation.  He  mould 
therefore  beg  leave  to  Diov6,  "  That  the  faid  Refolutions  and 
"  Addrefs  be  taken  into  confideration  in  a  Committee  of  the 
"  whole  Houfe  on  Thurfday  next."  He  afterwards  moved*, 
"  That  the  Houfe  be  fummoned  for  tliat  day,  and  that  the. 
•*  Refolutions,  Addrefs,  and  all  other  papers  relative  to  thAt 
'^  treaty,  be  referred  to  the  faid  Committee." 

As  foon  as  the  motion  for  tlie  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into 
a  Committee,  for  the  purpofe  of  taking  into  their  confide- 
ration the  Refolutions  and  humble  Addrefs,  had  been  ftated 
from  the  Woolfack, 

Vifcount  Stormont  rofe  again  (as  he  faid)  to  repeat  to  their 
Lordfliips,  that  the  objeiftions  which  he  had  to  ftate  in  i;egard 
to  the  mode  of  proceeding  proper  to  be  adopted,  muft  ne- 
ceflarily take  place  of  any  other  ftep  in  the  bufinefs;  and,  as 
he  faw  no  objedfion  to  ftating  them  on, Thurfday  next,  hp 
would  avail  himfelf  of  that  opportunity;  but  hoped  it  was 
underftood  thkt  the  ftatement  of  his  objections  to  the  mode 
of  proceeding  was  to  precede  their  Lordfliips  going  into  a 
Committee. 
Mjrquttof  Th^  Afar  qui  s  of  Buckingham  anfwered  that  he  faw  not  the 
ham."*^"     leatt  pofTible  objeftion  to  the  noble  Vifcoiint's  propofal. 

The  (jueftion  was  then  put  and  agreed  to. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 


Vifcount 
Stormont. 


Dulcc  of 
Norfolk. 


fVednefdayy  2%th  February* 

The  order  of  the  dsfy  being  read, 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk  obferved,  that  he  felt  a  great  plca- 
fure  in  difcovering  that  the  bufinefs  to  which  he  meant  to 
call  the  attention  of  their  Lordfliips,  was  concentrated  in  a 
fingle  point;  and  that  confequently,  he  fliould  have  occa- 
fion  to  give  their  Lordfliips  the  lefs  trouble.  He  then,  pro- 
ceeded to  ftate  the  gre^t  advtiY\X^q<&^  xVv^  cowww^  Vvwl  derived 
from  her  commercial  coui\^&\ou  ^\^^^^^^^.>a^^  ^¥^^^^^ 
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Jethuen  Treaty ;  and  faid  that,  before  we  entered  into  new 
iilgagements  with  France,  the  natural  rival  of  this  country 
n  commerce  as  in  power,  it  behoved  us  to  take  care  and 
ecure,  beyond  all  rifk,  our  old  cuftomer  and  ally,  the 
kingdom  of  Poitugal.  He  entered  into  a  difcuffion  of  the 
account  of  our  exports  and  imports  to  and  from  Portugal, 
as  given  in  a  printed  paper  on  the  table,  and  fald  to  have 
be^n  made  up  by  the  faftory  at  Lifbon  and  Oporto.  He 
declared  the  paper  to  be  the  moft  incorrecSt  document  that  he 
ever  knew  fubmitted  to  Parliament,  and  intimated  his  fuf- 
picions  that  it  was  defigned  for  the  purpofe  of  depreciating 
the  value  of  our  trade  with  Portugal.  He  examined  it 
article  by  article,  afferting  that  it  was  erroneoufly  caft  up  to 
the  amount  of  36000I.  and  contended,  that  the  balance  of 
our  trade  with  rortugal,  in  our  favour,  was  ftated  at  ajbout 
240,0001.  when  in  faS  it  amounted  to  upwards  of  400,000!. 
In  order  to  afcertain  this  point  he  reafoned  upon  each  of  the 
items,  and  mentioned  the  particulars  in  which  he  thought 
them  erroneous.  He  ftated  our  export  trade  to  amount  to 
more  than  a  million  a  year,  and  obferved  the  articles  were 
woollen  cloths,  and  15O5O00I.  worth  of  fait  filh,  the  mere 
carriage  of  which  from  Newfoundland  occupied  fixty  veffels. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  expatiated  on  the  ufefulnefs  of  our 
import  articles  from  Portugal,  moft  of  which  were  Indifpen- 
fably  neceflary  for  our  own  manufaftufes ;  inftancing  the 
Brazil  cotton,  the  fait  to  manufafture  our  Newfoundland 
fi(h  with,  the  oil  to  drefs  our  cloths  with,  and  other  articles 
equally  neceflary  for  our  manufadures.  If  the  import  of 
Brazil  cotton  made  a  balance  againft  us  of  ioo,oool.  a  year, 
he  fhould  be  glad  to  find  we  had  fuch  a  fource  of  raw  mate- 
rial for  our  very  valuable  cotton  manufacture.  Cotton  which 
coft  us  3^s.  and  3s.  6d.  a  pound  in  Portugal,  fold  here  as  high 
as  three  or  four  pounds  per  pound.  He  declared,  that  the  mo- 
tion which  he  meant  to  offer,  in  his  mind,  would  prove 
equally  fatisfaftory  to  the  friends  of  Minifters  as  to  thofe  in 
oppofition;  and  as. he  did  not  wifti  to  irritate  or  beget  dijec- 
tion  in  the  minds  of  the  former,  he  would  not  impute  blame 
to  adminiftration,  notwithftanding  that  he  really  thought 
that  the  negotiation  with  Portugal  ought  to  have  been  com- 
pleted before  the  Treaty  with  France  had  been  concluded. 
The  Duke  at  length  drew  his  fpeech  to  a  clofe,  and  finiftied 
with  reading  the  two  following  motions,  the  firft  of  which 
he  afterwards  made  regularly:     ^ 

"  That  the  Treaty  concluded  in  1703,  between  the 
«  crowns  of  Great  Britain  and  Portugal,  called  the  Methuen 
"  Treaty,  is  a  perpetual  fubfifting  Treaty,  and  has  inva- 
«  rjably  been  found  produ£tive  of  various  benefits  to  the 
^  commerce  of  the  two  kingdoms. 

£2  ^^  "SV^X 
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"  That  it  is  highly  expedient  that  any  difference  that  may 
^*  have  arifen  upon  the  conflruAion  of  the  faid  Treaty,  bt 
**  jamicably  adjufted,  and  fuch  farther  arrangements  adapted 
"as  niay  effedtually  fecure  the  uninterrupted  continuation 
**  thereof,  before  we  proceed  to  the  confirmation  of  the    ' 
••^  Treaty  now  depending  with  France. 
The  Mar-       TFie  Marquis  of  Buckinghamy  declared,   that  he  ihould 
Suddog.    oppofe  the  motion;  but,  he  would  not  do  it  without  af- 
ham.  figning  his  reafons,  and  he  muft  necelTarily  go  more  into 

the  detail  of  the  trade  of  this  country  with  Portugal,  than 
the  noble  Duke  had  done.     The  Marquis  then  tiaced  the 
connexion  between  the  two  countries,  and  between  Great 
Britain  and  France,  from  the  year    1640,  in   Charles  the 
Firft*s  time,  down  to  the  prefent  aera,  marking  and  noting 
^11  the  hiftorical  fafts,  fuch  as  Oliver  CromwelFs  Treaty, 
the  wicked  policy  of  Charles  the  Second's  Minifters,  the 
Treaties  of  James  the  Second,  the  conduft  of  William  and 
Mary,  the  prohibition  of  our  wopllens  on  the  part  of  the 
court  of  Portugal,  the  effedl  it  had  upon  our  exportation, 
the  formation  of  the   Methuen  Treaty,  the  confequencet 
that  had  refulted  from  it,  the  inft^nces  in  which  Portugal 
had  broken  her  faith  to  us,  as  pledged  by  the  Treaty  in  the 
year  1703,  and  the  ground  on  which  we  had  lately  nego* 
tiated  with  her  through  Mr.  Falkener.     He  ftated  the  terms 
of  the  Methuen  Treaty,  and  the  opinions  that  the  greatefi 
and  moft  able  writers  on  the  fubjedl  had  maintained  in  the 
year    17 13,  when  its  merits  and  its  conftrudlion  were  fo 
deeply  the  fubjedl  of  public  and  of  parliamentary  difcuflBou. 
The  general  opinion,  and  that  which  had  the  greateft  num- 
ber of  followers,  he  faid,  was,  that  the  Treaty  bound  to 
Portugal,  but  that  it  was  optional  on  the  part  of  this  coon* 
try  to  obferve  and  adhere  to  it  or  not,  as  we  thought  proper* 
He  obferved,  that  the  woollens  which  we  exported  to  Pcjr-t 
tugal,  though  an  obje£k   of  importance,   compared  to  the 
general  export  of  Britifh  woollen,  amounted  to  a  mere  trifle. 
According  to  the  Methuen  Treaty,  Britifli  woollens  had 
been   flipulated   to   be  importfed  into   Portngal    from  this 
country,  on  low   and  advantageous  duties;    but   Portugal 
had  fince,  in  dire£l  violation  of  the  Methuen  Treaty,  ira* 
pofed  various  duties  upon  them.     She  had  lain  on  one  doty 
under  pretence,  of  building  a  cufloili  houfe  at  Lifbon,  and 
that  cuftom-houfe  having  been  fince  confumed  by  fire  and 
rebuilt,  the  duty  ftill  went  on,  though  it  had  been  rebuilt 
the  fecond  time,  more  than  fourteen  years  ago.     Portugal 
had  impofed  another  duty  on  the  Britifli  imports  into  that 
kingdomy  on  account  of  t\\e  eieAvou  of  another  cuftom* 
houie  in  another  place,  and  ft\e\\2Ld\^uVj  Ioxtor^  ^tv«w  Wk 
of  ntesy  in   which,    under  difitxe\iX.  ^xt\fctv«.s  ^^\v««A. 
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ties  were  impofed  upon  our  woollens  and  other  articled, 
be  Marauis  followed  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  through  his 
amen  oi  the  paper  on  the  table,  and  ftrove  to  convert  his 
ie  of  the  argument  refpedling  its  terms.    He  contended 
lat,  it  was  a  fair  paper,  and  that  the  fa(Sory  could  have  no 
itereft.  in  miileading.     He  laid  out  of  the  ftatement  all  thef 
Boant  of  the  trade  of  Ireland,  and  very  confiderably  re* . 
uced  the  iize  of  the  balance  in  favour  of  this  country* 
I«  next  enlarged,    on  the  fallacy  of  cuftom-houfe  books 
II  general,  arguing  that  the  entries  were  fometiraes,  through 
he  vanity  of  the  exporter,  aggravated  and  exaggerated  on 
:he  one  hand,  and  the  amount  concealed  on  the  goods  ar- 
rival at  Portugal,  on  the  other.    He  in  conclufion  declared 
:hat,  he  muft  refufe  his  afient  to  a  motion,  the  words  of 
vrhich,  in  his  mind,  were  inapplicable,  viz.  the  denominating 
the  exifting  Treaty,  a  permanent  and  perpetual  Treaty. 

Tlie  Duke  of  Norfolk  anfwered,  he  had  no  obje<9ion  to  ^h^  j^^^ 
leave  out  thofe  words,  if  that  would  induce  the  noble  Mar-  of  Norfo 
quis  to  fupport  his  motion. 

The  Marquis  of  Buckingham  replied,  that  no  alteration  The  Ma 
could  induce  him  to  give  his  confent  to  a  motion,  which  ap-  quis  of 
peared  to  him  to  be  more  likely  to  embarrafs  government,  ^^^*°^ 
and  procrailinate  the  event  of  the  pending  negotiation  than 
to  accelerate  it. 

The  Bifhop  of  Landaffid\Ay  he  could  not  decline  embra-  TheBift 
cingthe^firft  public  opportunity  which  had  been  ofiered  him,  of  LancU 
of  delivering  his  fentiments  on  the  Commercial  Treaty, 
between  France  and  Great  Britain ;  he  conceived  it  to  be 
a  fubje£l  of  as  great  importance,  as  had  ever  been  debated 
fince  he  had  the  honour  of  a  feat  in  that  Houfe.  His  fen- 
timents, he  faid,  were  decidedly  againft  the  Treaty,  and  he 
begged  it  might  be  obferved,  that  his  opinion  was  not  really 
taken  up,  or  raftily  entertained;  all  thofe  with  whom  he 
had  converfed  upon  the  fubjeft,  and  he  had  converfed  with 
not  a  few,  could  witnefs  for  him,  that  this  was  his  opinion 
from  the  firft  moment  the  Treaty  was  announced  to  the 
public,  and  every  thing  that  he  had  heard  or  read  concern- 
ing it,  confirmed  him  in  it.  If  he  could  have  fufiered  any 
bias  to  have  influenced  him  on  the  occafion,  it  certainly 
would  have  been  a  bias  from  perfonal  acquaintance,  attach- 
ment, connedlion,  from  a  thoufand  motives,  to  have  con- 
curred in  opinion  with  the  chief  fupportersof  the  Treaty; 
but  his  mind  was  againft  it,  and  he  could  not  do  ir;  his 
judgement  was  againft  it,  and  he  would  not  do  it. 

"In  confidering  the  fubjeft,  he  would  takr  a  wider  field 
than  what  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Duke;  he  would  not  merely  confider  the  queftion,  as  it  ef- 
hdtedoar  trade  with  Portugal,  but  as  it  effefteA  omx  iom^w 
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trade  with  all  the  world,  being  perfuaded  that  the  more  in- 
telligent and  compriehenfive  view  their  Lordfliips  had  of  the 
queltion,  the  more  likely,  they  would  be  to  come  to  a  juil 
aiid  proper  conclufion. 

The  queftion  before  their  Lordfliips,  he  ohferved,  was  of 
fuch  a  novel,  extenfive,  and  complicated  a  nature,  its  coih 
fequence$  were  \o  much  involved  in  darknefs  and  conjefture, 
that  he  fcarcely  knew  how  to  treat  it  on  principles  of  found 
reafoning;  he  was  anxious  to  nnd  out  fome  clear  and  incon- 
trovertible t/fl/^,  on^ which  he  might  p.occed  to  ground  a 
conclufive  argument;  for  fpecujaiive  declamation,  on  either 
fide,  was  quite  beneath  the  importance  of  the  fubjedl,  and 
unworthy -the  attention  of  the  Houfe.    - 

He  could  not,  he  thought,  proceed  on  better  grounds  than 
by  (ubmitting  to  their  Lordfliips  confideration,  an  abilraA 
ituement  ot  our  foreign  commerce,  from  the  year  1740,  to 
the  conclufion  of  the  laft  peace.  He  pitched  upon  that 
period,  becilufe  it  was  during  that  period  that  We  had  fuf-  ' 
tained  the  burden  of  three  wars;  the  two  laft  of  which 
were  conduced  on  fuch  a  fcale  of  expence  as  muft,  had  it 
not  been  for  the  increafe  of  our  foreign  commerce,  have 
utterly  undone  the  nation.  My  Lords,  he  faid,  we  are 
liot  yet  undone,  there  is  nothing  in  the  circuniflanceS  of  the 
country  which  fliould  drive  us,  like  merchants  of  hankropt 
credit,  to  dangerous  fpeculations;  we  yetftand  high  amongft 
the  nations  of  the  earth,  attradUng  the  ad  mi  rati  orf  and  ex- 
citing the  envy  of  all  Europe. 

The  moft  flourifliing  period  of  commerce,  which  this 
country  had  ever  feen,  was  about  the  year  1 750;  we  had 
during  other  periods  larger  exports,  but  the  balance  of  trade 
in  our  favour  was  then  at  the  higheft,  it  amounted  to  ocar 
live  millions  and  an  half  a  year,  but  if  we  had  taken  the  an- 
nual average  from  the  year  1740,  to  the  year  1780,  it  would 
appear  to  be  four  millions;  it  would  be  fomewhat  lefs  if  we 
took  the  average  up  to  the  year  1782,  but  as  the  clrcum- 
ftances  of  the  nation  in  the  year  1781,  were  fo  Angular, 
that  the  balance  of  trade  was  againft  this  country,  it  would 
bejuft,  he  laid,  to  afliime  four  millions  as  our  annual  balance 
from  the  year  170,  to  the  conclufion  of  the  laft  peace. 

This  account  of  the  fums  we  had  annually  gained  by  our 
foreign  commerce,  he  aflumed  as  a  fa£l  eftabliflied  by  the 
cuftom  houfe  books.  He  was  quite  aware  of  what  fpc- 
culative  men  mifjht  objeft  to  the  eftabliftiing  the  profperity 
of  a  country  by  the  balance  of  its  trade,  or  to  the  judging 
of  that  balance  by  the  cuftom-houfe  books;  that  was  not  a 
time  or  place  to  difcufe  t\\efe  v^'vv\ts^  fmce  all  would  allow 
that  when  long  per\ods  o?  x\rc\e  vj^xe  V"a^«x\x.Qk^^>^^^\^  \v^\i 
perhaps  the  beft  melhod  >n\v\c\v  cq\A^  >a^  \i!v^\.\  ^vA  ^&«8s«^ 
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did   not  arrive  at  geometrical  certainty,  it   was  certain 

3ugh  for  a  general  concluiion,  afTuming  then  four  uiillivMis 

the  annual  average  of  foreign  trade  in  our  favour,  the 

xt   inquiry  was,   from  what  countries  this  balance   was 

awn.     He  would  not  trouble  their  Lordihips  with  calcu- 

rions,  but  with  the  reiults  of  calculations. 

He  b^an  with  Holland.     About  the  year  1745,  our  trade 

ith  Holland  was  at  its  heightri ;  it  then  gave  us  a  balance 

f  near  two  millions  a  year.     It  was  not  now  fo  great  as  it 

ad  been  formerly,  but  was  ilill  the  greateli  we  had,  and  for 

le  laft  forty  or  fifty  years,  we  had  annually  gained  about 

400.CX)ol.     He  knew    not  by  what  injudicious  policy  it 

tad  happened,  in  one  country  or  in  both,  that  the  friendlf 

ntercourfe  l)etween  Great  Britain  and  Holland  had  h^n  in- 

errupted  ;  fure  he  was  that  it  would  be  for  the  intereft  of 

K>th  parties  to  tee  it  fpeedily  reflored,  for  he  had  ever  been 

:aught  to  look  upon  the  Republic  of  Holland  as  one  of  our 

ftrongeft  barriers  againft   the  ambition  of    France.      Let 

France,  he  faid,  by  intrigue  or  violence,  by  fecret  negoci- 

ation,  or  open  aggreiTion,  once  become  pojQefled  of  the  ma* 

rine  of  Holland,  in  addition  to  iier  own,  and  there  would 

be  an  entire  end  of  our  hiftory  as  a  great,  a  wealthy,  and, 

what  was  above  all,  a  free  people.     And  as  to  Holland,  her 

councils  muft  be  ififatuated  to   a   great   degree,    if  the  did 

not  perceive  that  Ihe  could  have   no  protection  againft  the 

felfilh  machinations  of  centinental  defpotifm,  but  under  the 

fliieldof  Britain. 

He  confidered  our  trade  with  Germany  as  the  next  in  im- 
portance, both  with  relpedl  to  its  ftability  and  extent,  to 
our  trade  with  Holland.  This  trade  had  not  been  fubjeA 
to  any  great  fludtuation  from  the  beginning  of  the  century, 
we  had  from  that  time  cleared  from  it  about  8oo,oool.  and 
for  the  laft  forty  or  fifty  years,  above  700,0001.  a  year. 

After  Holland  and  Germany,  our  next  moft  beneficial 
trade  was  with  Flanders.  This  trade  was  not  great  in  the 
beginning  of  the  century ;  fince  the  year  1740;  it  might 
be  eftimated  at  8oo,oool.  a  year ;  fince  the  year  1770>  it  had 
been,  on  an  average,  800,000 1. ;  and,  in  1785,  it  was  with- 
in fifty  thoufand  pounds  of  a  million  in  our  favour.  It  de- 
ferved  all  poilible  encouragement  and  prote£lion. 
•  The  balance  of  trade  with  Portugal  was,  at  an  average, 
for  thirty  years  previous  to  the  peace  in  1763,  800,000 1.; 
from  the  year  1740  to  the  prefent  time,  it  had  amounted  to 
above  400,000 1,  a  year;  and  though  it  had  been  fome 
years  lefs  than  that  fum,  yet  in  1755  it  exceeded  it. 

Our  trade  with  Spain  for  the  laft  forty  years  had  given  us 
itear  406,000!.  though  at  prefent,  cxclufive  of  the  New-. 
bundJand  £/h,.  it  did  not  much  exceed.  1 50,000 \.  a.  N^^t.  .. 
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With  North  America  there  had  been  a  balance  iu  our 
favour  fince  the  year  1 740  of  near  500,000 1.  a  year. 

In  this  ftiort  abftrafl  he  omitted  the  mention  of  Ireland, 
becaufe,  on  account  of  the  difierent  modes  of  valuing  her 
linens  in  the  Engiiflx  and  Irifh  Cuftom-houfe,  thefe  was  a 
diverfity  of  opinion  a«  to  the  balance.  He  omitted  the  men« 
tion  alfo  of  our  trade  to  Africa,  becaufe  the  greateft  part 
^'  of  it  was  a  fcandalous  trade,  rt^pugnant  to  every  principle  of 

humanity  and  Chriftianity,  and  not  to  be  juftified  by  any     \ 
arguments  drawn  from  its  titility.     He  omitted  the  mention     1 
of  fome  other  fources  of  trade  from  which  we  derived  confi*.^ 
derable  advantage,  becaufe  they  only  fervcd  to  fupplythe"^ 
drain  which  the  nation  experienced  in  its  trade  with  RnfGa, 
Sweden,  Turkey,   &c.  from  which  countries,   though  the 
trade  was  benencial  on  account  of  our  importing  raw  ma- 
terials, and  exporting  manufadures/  yet  the  balance  was 
againft  us. 

The  general  account  then^  he  faid^  ftood  thus : 

The  annual  balance  of  4,000,000 1,  made  up  from 


Holland 

Germany 

Flanders 

1,400,000 1. 
700,0001. 
600,000  1. 

Portugal 

Spain 

North  America 

400,00a  1. 

400,000 1. 

-      500,000  L 

4,000,000 1. 

Thus  had  he  brought  to  their  Lordihips  recollefiion  the 
great  and  the  ancient  channels  in  which  our  commerce  had 
flowed  with 'uninterrupted  fuccefs  for  half  a  century.  From 
the  vicicitudes  incident  to  the  current  of  all  human  affairs,  a 
few  obftru£lions  had  of  late  years  been  formed  in  fome  of 
thefe  channels ;  but  furely  he  faid  the  wifdom  of  the  nation 
would  have  been  much  better  employed  in  removing  thefe 
obftrudtiohs,  in  cleanfing,  in  widening,  in  deepening,  m  fen- 
cing and  fecuring  thefe  ancient  channels,  the  advantages  of 
which  had  been  known  to  our  fathers  and  ourfelves,  than  in 
opening  a  new  one,  the  rocks,  and  the  fhoals,and  the  whirl- 
pools of  which  were  unexplored ;  the  dangers  of  which  no 
mortal  eye  could  forefee;  the  advantages  of  which  were 
certainly  fpeculative,  might  be  delufive,  and,  if  delufivet 
muft  be  ruinous  to  our  wealth,  our  confequence,  our  inde- 
pendence, to  every  thing  we  held  dear,  as  men  and  asEnglifli- 
jnen.  Hitherto  we  had  ^rofpered,  greatly  profpered  in  oar 
commerce,  without  YiavVtv^  \v2A  xJcv^  v  t«vciv  xsvaxVat^  o^n  to 
us,  without  having  Viad  oui  matxYsX^  c^^g^xi  \.^  >^\&.\  ^ 
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bough  he  did  not  (ay  that  this  mutual  interdi^lion  of  com- 

nerce  h?^d  been  the  caufe  of  our  profperity,  yet  he  did  fay 

;hat  we  had  profpered  in  commerce  to  a  degree  which  had 

raifed  the  nation  to  the  higheft  pitch  of  ftrength  and  glory, 

without  ailowtng  the  French  the  ufe  of  our  markets,  with- 

o«t  our  being  allowed  the  ufe  of  theirs.     1  his,  he  obferved^ 

was,  an  argument  founded  on  fa6l,  on  the  experience  of  jiaif 

a  century  and  more;  and  it  Was  not  lefs  clear  in  its  priuciple 

than  certain  in  its  conclufion  ;  and  the  conclufioh  was,  that.. 

no  advantages  in  fpeculation  (hould  induce  us  to  rifk  advan- 

.'tages  in  poflcffion.     We  had  profpered,  and  we  did  profper, 

.without  an  open  trade  with  France,  why  then  Ihould  we  riik  a 

change  of  fyftem  ?  He  felt  this  argument  in  all  its  force, 

and  he  had  too  much  deference  for  their  Lordfhips  wifdora 

to  add  one  word  more  in  its  fupport :  if  there  was  no  other 

argument  againft'  the  treaty,  this  would  he  fufficient  to  make 

him  rejeft  it  as  a  ra(h  and  dangerous  meaibre. 

In  this  fhort  ftateroent  of  our  foreign  trade  which  he  had 
fubmitted  to  their  Lordfhips  confideration,  his  conclufions 
were  defcribed  from  eft i mates  previous  to  the  iaft  peace ;  he 
did  not  certainly  know  whether  for  the  Iaft  five  years  our  fo- 
reign commerce  had  been  more  or  lefs  flourifliing  than  it  had 
been  for  the  forty  preceding  years  :  hut  he  would  ftate  this 
dilemma,  if  the  balance  of  our  foreign  trade  has  been  fta- 
tionary.or  increafmg  during  the  Iaft  five  years,  beyond  the 
•  medium  ftandard  of  four  millions  a  year,  where  is  the  wif- 
dom  of  interrupting  its  courfe  by  new  arrangement^  ?  Why 
ihould  we  not  leave  it  to  its  own  fuccefsful  operation  }  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  our  balance  had  been  decreafing,  why  ihould 
we  riik  its  farther  diminution  by  opening  a  trade  with 
France;  for  it  muft  have  been  by  her  rivalry  in  foreign  mar- 
kets, and  by  hers  alone,  of  all  the  powers  in  Europe,  that 

<our  foreign  commerce  had  been  diminiflied  :  it  was  not  Ger- 
many, it  was  not  Ruffia,  it  was  not  Spain,  which  had  bro- 
ken in  on  our  foreign  commerce ;  but  it  was  France  ;  and 
France  alone ;  and  if  flie  had  driven  us  out  of  foreign  mar- 
kets, what  chance  could  we  have  of  meeting  her  in  her  own  ? 
He  had  faid,  that  he  would  not  aflTume  the  prohibition  of 
our  commerce  with  France  as  an  efficient  canfe  of  our  com- 
mercial grfeatnefs,  two  fimultaneous  events  might  exi ft  to- 
gether, without  one  of  them  being  the  caufe  of  the  other; 
but  if  it  could  be  Ihown  that  our  commerce  did  not  flourifli 

^when  the  trade  with  France  was  open,  as  clearly  as  it  had 
been  fhown  that  it  did  flourifh  when  our  trade  with 
France  was  fhut,  men  of  plain  underftandings  would  fufpeflr 
that  there  was  fomefuch  conne£l:ion  between  the  commercial 
profperity  of  Great  Britain  and  the  interdiftion  of  corn,* 

fnerce  with  France,  jiS  fubfifted  between  eff^SX  ^Yiii^^^NiSa^ 


^  PARLIAMENTARY  A,  1787.  |] 

it  was  happy  for  us  when  we  could  illumine  our  profpefts 
into  futurity  by  tlie  light  of  experience;  he  could  appeal  to 
various  documents  in  proof  of  the  pernicious  tendency  of 
^n  open  tra4e  with  France ;  but,  to  fpare  time,  he  would 
confine  himfelf  to  one.     It  was   a   proof  which   all  their 

'  Lordihips  were  acquainted  with ;  it  was  the  preamble  to  an 
aft  of  Parliament  pafled  in  the  time  of  Charles  the  Second, 
prohibiting  an  open  trade  with  France.     The  preamble  was 

♦  to  this  effeft  :  —  *^  Whereas  it  has  been  by  Jong  experience 
•"  found,"— T-he  begged  their  Lordfhips  attention  to  the  two 
words,  *  long  experience,' — "  that  the  importing  French 
^'  wines,  &c.  had  much  exhaufted  the  treafure  of  the  nation,  j 
^^  leflened  the  value  of  the  native  commodities  and  manufac-  j 
^^  tures  thereof,  and  brought  much  detrin^ent  to  this  kingdom 
f^  in  general." 

It  would  probably  be  faid  in  anfwer  to  this,  that  thefafl 
here  referred  to  ought  not  to  influence  our  prefent  condud; 
that  the  improvements  which  our  manufaflures  had  received 
fince  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second  rendered  an  appeal  to 
the  experience  of  that  time  wholly  nugatory  :  that  we  had 
then  little  manufaflures  of  any  kind  except  our  woollen  qaa- 
nufadtures,  which,  by  Colbert's  policy,  was  loaded  with  a 
duty  almoft  equivalent  to  a  prohibition,  and  that  we  export- 
led  to  France  few  articles  of  value  except  our  woollens.  AH 
this  was  fooner  faid  than  proved.  He  begged  leave  to  doubt 
concerning  the  truth  of  the  obfervation.  He  had  carefully 
jexamined  the  account  of  the  articles  which  were  exported 
from  this  country  to  Fcance  above  a  century  ago,  when  the 
trade  was  open,  and,  fo  far  from  finding  the  fa6l  to  have 
been,  that  we  exported  little  except  our  woollens,  he  found 
that  we  exported,  exclufive  of  our  woollens,  above  two 
hundred  articles.  We  then  exported  of  our  manufactures 
wrought  pewter,  wrought  copper,  iron  wrought  into  hoops, 
nails,  and  other  articles  of  hardware ;  we  then  exported  tin, 
lead,  allum,  corn,  coals,  gunpowder,  glafs,  earthen  ware, 
leather  wrought  and  unwrought,  and  a  variety  of  other  ar- 
ticles, which  it  would  be  tedious  to  enumerate,  and  which 
did  not  then  occur  to  his  memory ;  fo  that  he  really  faw  no 
|-eafon  for  prefuming.  that  the  circumftances  of  the  nation 
were  fo  entirely  changed,  as  to  render  a  trade  which,  in  the 
time  of  Charles  the  Second,  was  thought  highly  detrimen- 
tal to  the  kingdom,  and  by  which  we  loft  a  million  a  year, 
fafe  and  lucrative  at  prefent.  Our  raanufa6lures  were  un- 
doubtedly improved  fince  that  time,  but  fo  alfo  were  the 
nianufadtures  of  France.  He  could  not  think  that  there 
was  good  ground  for  admitting  that  the  relative  fituatiorf  of 

the  two  countries  was  notinwcVv  t\\fefacKv^TvQ^  ^-as.  vcvu 

then;  and^  if  it  was  the  t^me,  t\\^tvvj^'^  >iBR -ax^^wjjo^w^ojRL 
experience  conclufiveagamft  t\vexit;xx.^*  ^! 
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He  had  dwelt  longer  than  he  intended  on  this  fubje^t^  nni 
fet  it  was  material  to  confider  what  a  great  people  we 
vere  become  without  having  had  an  open  trade  with  France. 
[t  was  material  to  confider  how  detrimental  our  anceftors 
sfteemed  that  trade  to  have  been  before  we  confented  to 
abandon  a  fyftem  of  commerce  which  had  been  fandlioncdJ)y 
the  experience  of  a  century.  He  would  fum  up  what  he  had 
obferved  on  this  point  in  the  two  following  propofitions: 

That  to  abandon  a  commercial  fyftem,  by  which  we  had 
rifea  to  our  prefent  heighth  in  the  fcale  of  nations,  was  a  mea- 
fure,  abftradledly  confidered,  dangerous  and  impolitic,  and 
riot  to  be  juftified  except  by  fome  urgent  neceffities  of  the' 
State,  which  neceffities  did  not  at  prefent  exift. 

That  to  adopt  a  commercial  fyftem,  which  our  anceftors,- 
from  long  experience,  had  reprobated,  as  detrimental  to  the 
kingdom,  was  an  unwife  meafure,  and  not  to  be  juftified  ex- 
cept by  a  change  in  the  relative  fituations  of  Great  Britain 
and  France;  the  certainty  of  which  change  having  taken 
place  fince  the  time  of  Charles  the  Second  had  not  been  pro* 
vcd,  or  rendered  highly  probable. 

The  Djuke  of  Manchefier  rofe  to  exculpate  himfelf  from  a  x^c  j 
charge,   which,  as  he  underftood^  had  been  imputed  to  him  of  Ma 
m  another  place,  viz.  that  in  negociating  the  definitive  trea- ^^^^^^"^ 
ty  of  peace  at  Paris  in  1783,  he  had  bound  this  country  to 
the  obligation  of  making  a  commercial  treaty  with  France. 
Tlie  Duke  produced  the  treaty,  and  juftified  himfelf  from 
the  imputation,  by  a  difcuffion  of  the  i8th  article,  and  the 
declaration  fuhjoined  to  the  treaty.     He  took  notice  of  an 

•  inaccuracy  in  tlie  tranflation  of  the  verb  pour  travaillery 
which  in  the  Englifti  verfion  of  the  18th  article  is  rendered 
to  treaty  and  in  the  verfion  of  tl)e  18th  article  of  the  preli- 
minary treaty  to  inquire  into.  This  incorredlnefs  was  art 
additional  proof  of  the  difadvantage,  which,  he  had  ever 
contended,  it  was  foi*  this  country  to  make  a  treaty  in  any 

'  language  but  her  own.  Having  premifed,  that  though  he 
had  been  the  peace-maker,  he  had  in  no  fen(e  bound  down 
the  country  to  make  a  commercial  treaty  with  I'rance,  but 
merely  to  treat  upon  the  fubjed.  He  proceeded  to  ftate  his 
objed^ion  to  the  commercial  treaty,  on  the  ground  of  itsen- 
dangenng  the  lofs  of  Portugal;  for  he  contended,  that  with 
her  commerce  we  fliould  lofe  her  alliance.  He  alfo  condemn- 
ed the  treaty  on  a  ftill  niore  ferious  ground,  inafmuch  as  it 
revived  and  admitted  the  exiftence  of  the  Family  Compaft, 
which  had  never  been  allowed,  and  which,  by  the  fecond  ar- 
ticle of  tlie  treaty  of  Paris  1763^  had  been  virtually  done 
away. 

Tne  Earl  of  Carlijle  fupported  the  argument  in  favour  of  ^^j^gg^ 

themotioni  and  condemned  the  commciciaX  tt«aX^,'a&\jecA.-Vi^j^ 
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ing  todeftroy  our  beneficial  connexion  with  PortngaK     Hd 
ftated  the  advantage  under   which  Mr,  Eden   would  have 
treated,  had  Great  Britain  either  previoufly  concluded  her 
negociation  with    Portugal,  or  previoufly  broken  with  her 
entirely.     In  the  latter  cafe,  the  negociator  might  havefaid, 
*^  1  come  to  you  with  an  additional  benefit ;  you  muft  grant 
•*  Great  Britain  an  equivalent  equal  to  its  value ;"  as  the  mat- 
ter flood,  we  had  run  the  rifk  of  making  up  our  differences 
with  Portugal,  or  fuiFering  the  advantage  of  an  unrivalled 
market  to  fall  into  the  lap  of  France,  without  entitling  our- 
felves  to  aik  for  any  compenfation  whatever. 
->rd  Por-        Lord  Pcrchcjicr  ohferved  that  the  noble  Earl  had  foreftalled 
'*'•       him  as  to  one  of  the  points  oi  objeftion  that  he  entertained 
with  regard  to  the  mode  of  conduft  purfued  by  Adminillra- 
tiori  in  refpeft  to  thefr  negociation  with  the  two  powers  of 
France  and  Portugal.     Nothing  could,  in  his  mind,  be  more 
obvious,  than  that  they  ought  at  ajl  events  to  have  brought 
matters  to   a  termination  with  Portugal  before  they  figned 
with  Francff     From  not  having  done  fo,  they  had  put  them- 
fdves  into  a  moft  fingularly  awkward  predicament.     They 
had  referved  a  right  to  do  a  favour  to  Portugal,  which,  if 
Portugal  did  not  accept,  we  could  not  offer  to  any  other 
power,  and  all  the  good  confequences  of  Portugal  refiifing  * 
it  would  be  fo  much  gain  for  France.  When  we  treated  with 
France,  we  could  only  offer  her  an  unequal  market ;  a  mar- 
ket in  which  her  wines  were  to  meet  a  competitor.     Treat- 
ing upon  fuclv  terms,  we   could  oi>ly  expeift  terms  froitf 
France  proportionably  beneficial;  and  having  concluded  the 
treaty  under  fuch  orcumflances,  we  had  left  ourfelves  ex- 
pofed  to  the  danger  of  PortugaFs  refufal  to  accommodate 
with  us,  and  then  what  became  of  our  referve?  Hisibrd- 
ftiip  contended,  with  a  good  deal  of  fVrong  argument,  that 
by  fuch  condndl  we  had  put  it  in  thepower  of  France  to  buy 
the  unrivalled  and  open  Britifh  market  of  Portugal,  and  not 
of  ourfelves.     A  report  already  prevailed  of  France's  bsing 
in  negociation  with  the  Court  of  Lifbon ;  and  confiderable 
indeed  would  prove  the  inconvenience  of  her  taking  the  Bra- 
zil cotton  from  Portugal,  as  far  as  it  mijght  operate  againft 
our  boalled  cotton  manufafture; 
nrcount         VifcQunt  Stotmont  fupported  the  motion,  and  obje£ted  to 
tormont..  ^hg  mode  of  proceeding  that  Government  had  adopted.     He 
afked,  if  it  was  determined  to  give  up  the  valuable  trade  of 
Portugal  ?  If  it  were,  why  not  tell  the  woollen  manufac- 
turer of  Yorkfliire  that  he  was  not  to  expedt  that  any  more 
of  his  woollens  would  go  to  the  Portuguefe  market  ?  That 
would  be  fair,  and  it  would  be  plain  dealing.     It  fell  to  bit 
lot  that  day,  in  common  with  the  noble  Lords  who  had  pre* 
ceded  him>  to  ftand  up  \tv  dcfeace  of  fome  old  aiitrquated  ncH 
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s,  which  he  had  early  imbibed,  and  in  entertaining  of 

ch  he  verily  believed  that  he  fhould  die.     He  then  went 

jugh  all  the  train  of  arguments  in  favonr  of  a  commercial 

.ne£iion  with  Portugal,  in   preference  to   a  commercial 

me<3iori  with  France,  that  had  b'een  urged  by  Mr,  Fox  m 

.other  Houfe  of  Parliament.     He   faid,  that  the  papers 

on  the  table  gave  but  an  imwrfedl  light  into  the  Methuen 

»aty  and  its  advantages,  that  confequently  their  Lord/hips 

uid  form  but  an  inadequate  idea  of  either.     He  had  feeii 

pers  himfelf,  which  had  he  known  how  to  have  defcribed, 

as  to  have  brought  them  before  that  Houfe,  would  have 

irown  a  confiderablc  degree  of  illuftration  on  the  fubjed. 

le  knew  that  fince  tlie  year   1 703,  our  exports  to  Portugal 

ad  amounted  to  eighty  millions,  and  our  imports  to  forty, 

onfequentiy   the  balance  in  our  favour  had  been  enormous. 

Vlinifters  feemed  determined  that  the  advantage  Ihould  ceafe. 

^n  that  cafe,  where  would  they  direft  our  manufailures  to 

«  fent  which  no  longer  would  go  to  Portugal  ?  If  it  was 

aid  Spain  would  take  them,  were  they  prepared  to  declare 

hat  the  treaty  with  Spain  was  concluded,  and  that  flie  was 

eady  to  open  her  arms  to  us,  and  to  take  our  exports  of 

woollens,  of  fait   fifli,    of  hardware,  and  of  various  other 

rticles?  He  went  at  large  into  the  argument  advanced  by 

klr.Fox  in  the  Houfe  of  Comnwns,  that  in  the  7th  article 

►f  the  treaty,  France  had  artfully  drawn  us  in  to  recognize 

he  24th  article  of  the  definitive  treaty,  which  by  the  fe- 

:ond  article  of  the  treaty  of  Paris  in  1763  we  had  rorced  her 

o  difavow.     He  read  the  24th  and  25th  articles  of  the  Fa- 

nily  Compaft,  and  contended,  that  by  recognizmg  the  firfl: 

we  had  given  life  to  the  fpirit  of  the  fecond  of  the  two 

trticles.     He  expatiated  'on  the  different  nature  of  our  re- 

enre  in  favour  of  Portugal,  and  France's  referve  in  favour 

)f  Spain,  declared  that    France  had  made  it  on  condition 

V4th  us,  that  if  we  kept  our  faith  with  an  old  ally,  ihe 

hould  be  allowed  to  put  an  article  of  the  Family  Compaft 

n  force  that  had  never  been  recognifed  by  us, 

Vifcount  Stormont  appealed  to  the  gratitude  of  the  coun- 
ry  towards  Portugal,  and  obferved,  that  during  the  glori- 
)us  war  which  preceded  the  peace  of  Paris  in  1 76 ;,  FraiKe  had 
:akeh  a  refolution,.  which  no  man  who  walked  the  ftreets  of 
Paris  did  not  condehm,  of  forcing  Portugal  to  defert  her 
M  ally,  and  join  the  Fatnily  Compad.  What  was  on  that 
>cca(ion  the  condudl  oT  the  King  of  Portugal  ?  Such  as 
Dvould  have  done  honour  to  any  country  in  any  age.  That 
Monarch  faid,  that  he  had  rather  furter  the  roof  to  be  torn 
^ff  hisr  palace  than  aft  fo  difgraceful  a  parr  as  to  take  up 
irms  againft  his  old  ally.  He  begged  their  Lordfhips  would 
^rmit  him  to  prefent  them  with  a  rontraft  to  this  pidture. 

la 
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In  the  mklftof  peace  with  Great  Britain,  France,  who  till 
after  the  battle  of  Brandy  wine,  held  forth  the  inoft  courdy 
language,  and  dealt  in  the  moil  profufe  aflu ranees  of  amity 
and  regard  to  this  country,  without  a  provocation  of  any 
kind  whatfoever,  pulled  off  the  mafk,  plunged  into  the  war,  ' 
and  fided  with  America  againft  Great  Britain.  Happily  her 
defigns^  covered  as  they  had  been  with  profqffions  of  attach- 
ment, had  not  been  unknown  to  all  the  adminiftraticnof 
that  day  ;  they  were  fufpedled,  and  the  nation  had  not  been 
taken  by  furprife,  when  that  declaration  was  iffued  by 
France,  which  they  had  all  obferved.  .  He  meant  nor,  by 
prefenting  this  picture,  to  infmuate  that  the  treaty  of  peace 
put  an  end  to  all  refentment  ;  it  undoubtedly  did,  and  if 
ought  fo  to  have  done.  Refentment  was  paffion,  and  all 
paffion  was  founded  on  weaknefs,  and  pofiefled  an  inherent 
tendency  to  rottennefs  and  decay.  Such  principles  ought 
not  to  regulate  the  conduft  of  nations ;  but  principles  im- 
mutable in  their  nature,  and  not  depending  upon  fuch  a  pre- 
carious foundation.  Principles  which  are  at  all  times  the 
fame. .  Though  refentment  however  was  at  an  end,  recol- 
ledlion  of  fuch  condu6t  was  not  obliged  to  abandon  their 
Lordfliips  minds,  nor  could  it  heeiraced  from  their  memory^ 
Lord  Lord  Hawkcjbury  obferved,  that  he  could  not  avoid  con- 

HaukcT-      curring  in  what  had  fallen  from  a  right  reverend  and  learned 
^^'  Prelate,  relative  to  the  flourifhing  ftate  of  the  commerce  of 

this  country.  It  was,  he  faid,  as  he  could  inform  theip 
Lordfhips  upon  good  grounds,  extremely  flourifliing  at  prc- 
fent,  nearly  as  much  lb  as  it  ever  had  been  at  any  the  moft 
flattering  and  profperous  period  ;  and  he  was  extremely  hap- 
py to  have  it  in  his  power  to  declare  it ;  but.flonrifhing  as  \t 
was,  confidering  the  fize  of  the  public  debt,  it  would  hate 
been  an  unpardonable  negle6l  of  duty  in  Government,  hai 
not  an  endeavour  been  made  to  open  new  markets  to  out 
manufa6lures,  and  to  extend,  the  trade  of  Great  Britain  a» 
much  and  as  widely  as  poflible.  To  what  market  could  they 
look  with  fo  much  hopes  of  material  advantage,  as  the  mar- 
ket of  France?  What  could  promife  fo  much  benefit  to  the- 
commerce  of  the  two  couutries  as  the  reciprocal  exchangeoP 
the  commodities  of  both?  It  had,  he  knew,  been  much  red- 
ed on,  that  the  trade  of  this  country  had  not  profpered- great- 
ly, when  we  were  connected  by  a  commercial  treaty  with 
France ;  and  it  had  been  aiked,  in  the  Gourfe  of  the  debate,. 
whether  the -ftate  of  this  kingdom,  and  the  ftate  of  the  king* 
dam  of  France,  was  different  at  the  timfe  of  pafCng  the  tresb- 
ty  of  Utrecht  from  what  it  was  at  prefent.  To  which  he 
ihould  anfwer,  that  the  ftate  of  the  manufactures  and  trad© 
of  this  country  bore  no  fort  of  comparifoa  to  the  ftate  of  itt 
manufadlures  and  trade  in  17  ij*^    The  articles/t>£  thfs  tieatjr 

of 
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Utrecht  might  'have  been  very  inexpedient  for  this  coun* 

f  to  have  adopted  when  that  treaty  was  made;  but  they 

;re  by  no  means  fo  under  the  prefent  very  different  circum- 

inces  of  our  commerce.     To  open  the  market  of  France  to 

ritifh   manufaftures  was  an  objedb  extremely  to  be  delired, 

kI  in  effeSing  it,  Government  had  fhewn  themfelves  the 

2ft  friends  to  the  manufafturers  of  their  country ;  and  fo, 

I  (piteof  any  faife  notions  to  the  contrary,  which  might  be 

ntertained,  the  event  would,  he  had  not  the  fmalleft  doubt, 

ery  fufficiently  prove  and  eftablifli. 

With  regard  to  Portugal,  before  he  proceeded  particularly 
;o  take  notice  of  the  motion,  he  begged  leave  to  premife,  that 
be  was  a  fincere  well-wifher  to  the  continuance  of  our  con- 
nection with  that  country  under  the  Methuen  treaty.  Much 
as  he  had  reafon  to  differ  from  other  noble  Lords  refpecSing 
the  value  and  the  importance  of  our  trade  with  Portugal,  he 
neverthelefs  fincerely  hoped  that  trade  would  continue,  and 
had  reafon  to  expeft  that  the  prefent  negociat  ion  would  be 
terminated  to  the  fatisfadtion  of  both  countries.  Having 
ftated  this,  he  proceeded  to  mention  the  nature  of  our  trade 
with  Portugal  for  many  years  paft,  which  he  faid  he  fhould 
ground  on  papers  then  upon  the  table  of  the  Houfe.  He  ob- 
ferve4>  that  as  the  meaning  of  the  Methuen  treaty  had  not 
been  particularly  the  objedl  of  argument  in  the  debate,  it 
-was  unneceffiry  for  him  to  go  into  that  confideration,  other- 
wife  he  could  have  Ihewn  their  Lordlhips  what  Mr.  Methu- 
<in's  opinion  had  been  of  the  meaning  of  his  own  treaty. 
But,  the  better  to  fee  in  wliat  degree,  our  trade  with  Portu- 
gal was  affected  by  that  treaty,  it  would  be  neceffary  to  in- 
quire into  theftate  of  it  before  the  Methueri  treaty  had  been 
concluded,  and  the  ftate  of  it  fince.  Cuftom-houfe  books, 
be  admitted,  were  not  the  beft  authorities,  becaufe  they  were 
from  various  caufes  imperfedl  and  incorredt;  but,  in  one 
view,  they  might  be  referred  to  as  ufefu!  fourccs  oT  infer- 
mxition  ;  he  meant  where  a  compartive  ftate  of  our  trade, 
with  any  country  for  feveral  yea'rs  together  was  wiflied  to  be 
feen ;  and  the  reafon  why  in  that  cafe  they  might  be  relied 
on  was,  becaufe^  though  the  entries  in  Cnilom-jioufe  books 
,were  liable  to  error,  ftill  as  tie  accounts  weie  all  made  up  in 
the  fame  way,  and  were  confecjuentiy  liable  to  tiie  \.']uc.  er- 
rors and  im,perfe(5lions,  it  was  fair  to  conclude,  tl.at  the  ac- 
count of  one  year  was  as  corredi:  as  the  accounr  of  r.nother : 
and  that,  though  the  particulars  might  be  in?one6!,  yet, 
from  the  totals  of  the  feveral  years,  a  tolerably  juft  compa- 
rative ftate  of  our  trade  to  any  particular  country  might  be 
found*  Upon  referring  to  Cuftom-houfe  books,  it  would  be 
feen  that,  in  the  laft  century,  when  the  Court  of  Portugal 
|nipofe4  ^  partial  |)rohibitic^  pn  our  woollens,  (for  entirely 
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prohibited  it   had  never  been)  between  two  hundred  and. 
fifty  thoufand  and  three  hundred  thoufand  pounds  worth  of* 
woollen  cloth  was  purchafed  of  this  couiltry  by  Portugal 
We  at  that  time  continued  to  take  the  wines  of  PortugaTas 
before,  till  the  year  1703,  when  Mr.  Methuen  had  been  fern 
to  Lifbon  to  conclude -t he  treaty  with  the  Portuguefe  Court, 
by  which  that  Court  bound  itfelf  to  take  our   woollens  at  a 
certain    low  rate  of  duty.     That  treaty  was,  as  the  Houfe 
well  knew,  concluded ;  and  it  had  been  religioufly  adhered 
to  on  our  part,  though  Portugal  had,  in  a  variety  of  inftaa- 
ces,  departed  from  a  ftri6l  adherence  to  the  treaty  on  her's. 
Since  the  conclufion  of  that  treaty,  the  amount  of  our  ex- 
ports to  Portugal,  and  the  balance  of  trade  with  that  king- 
dom in  our  favour,   had,  from  time  to  time,  been  extremely 
different.     Lord  Hawkefhury  ftated  its  amount  in  different 
j>eriods;  taking,  as  one  period,  from  the  year  1730  to  1760, 
a  period  of  thirty  years;  and,  as  another,  the  period  of  1772 
to  1782;  whence  he  made  it  appear  that  it  had    lately  de- 
rreafed  to  lefs  than  half  the  fum  to  which  it  formerly  araoum- 
cd.    Our  exports  of  woollens,  in  particular,  (it  appeared  from 
the  papers  on  the  table)  did  not  amount   to  more  than  be- 
-' .    tween  four  and  five  hundred  thoufand  a  year;   whereas,  in 
the  year  1701  and  170^,  when  the  import  of  Britifh  wool- 
lens laboured  under  partial  prohibition  and  heavy  duties,  it 
api>eared   that    Portugal  took    woollens  of  us  to  more  than 
half  the  amount   that,  flie    now  took  under  the  Methuen 
-treaty.     So  much  therefore  for  the  real  ftate  of  our  woollen- 
cloth  exportation  to  Portugal,     But  noble  Lords  had  com- 
plained that  the  treaty  with  France  ought  not  to  have  been 
concluded  before  the  negociation  with  Portugal.     In  regard 
to  that,  it  ftiould  be  remembered,  that,  by  the  i8th  articlq 
of  the  definitive  treaty  of  peace,  figned  by  a  noble  Duke, 
(the  Duke  of  Manchefter)  Great  Britain  was  bound  to  en- 
deavour to  form  arrangements  of  commerce  with  France  in 
two  years,  and  afterwards  another  year  had  been  added.  Was 
Government  therefore  to  have  neglefled  a  compliance  with 
the   flipulation  of  the    i8th  article  of  the  definitiyfe  treaty, 
becaufe  Portugal  would  not   adjuft   the  complaints  of  her 
breach  of  ths  Methuen  treaty  ?  If  Minifters  had  tried  again 
and  again,  and  found  that  Portugal,  in  fpiteof  all  they  could' 
do,  or  all  they  could  fay,  would  not  liften  to  reafoti,  nor 
confent  to  comply  with  the  Methuen  treaty,  as  to  its  obvi- 
ous fpirit  and  meaning,  would  it  have  been  right  forGovcin- 
ment  to  have  let  pafs  the  opporfunity  of  concluding  a  treaty 
with  France,  which  promifed  tr>  prove  highly  advantageous 
to  the  Britifli  manufaflurer,  highly  beneficial   to  the  com- 
merce  of  the   country  ?  He  adverted   to    the    inftances  ia 
jviiich  Portuga\  had  fa\kd  viv  co^xiplying;^  with  the  m^aoHlK 
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the  Methuen  treaty.     The  .cafe  of  Ireland^  he  faid,  was 
ttorious.     The  woollens  of  Ireland  had  been  admitted  in-^ 
>  Portugal  in  like  manner  as  the  Britifh  woollens  had  been. 
Imitted  till  the  period,  when  Ireland  was  declared  inde-* 
mdent,  and  then  it  was  that  Portugal  pretended  that  Ire- 
ind  was  not  comprehended  within  the  meaning  of  the  Me- 
loen  treaty.     If  he  knew  any  thing  of  public  law,  no  point 
f  public  law  was  more  clear  than  that  when  one  fovereign 
?rince  made  a  commercial  treaty  with  another,  all  the  fub- 
eStSy  at  leaft  all  the  fubjefls  in  Europe,  of  that  Sovereigit 
Prince  were  comprehended  in  the  treaty,  and  entitled  to  par- 
ticipate in    its  beneficial   confequences.       The   diftinftion, 
therefore,  with  regard  to  Ireland,  was  an  idle  one,  taken  up 
upon  weak,  and  perfifted  in  upon  unjuftifiable  grounds.  Nor 
was  that  by  any  means  the  only  caufe  of  complaint,  with 
regard  to  the  Court  of  Portugal's  not  obferving  the  Methu* 
en  ^reaty.     A  book  of  rates  has  been  publilhed,  impofing 
new  and  heavy  duties  on  Britifh  woollens,  and  other  goods 
imported  into  Portugal,  and   the   levying  of  thofe  duties 
was  entrufted  in  the  hands  of  a  fingle  Cultom-houre  officer, 
and  not  in  the  hands  of  a  Minifler.     A  circumflnncc  attend- 
ed with  infinite  inconvenience  to  our  trade,  and,  ill  ioinc  in- 
fiances,  operating  like  a  prohibition,  as  the  dread  of  having 
the  wanton  ccprice  of  the  Cuftom-houfe  officer  in  Portugal, 
above  alluded  to,  exercifed  to  their  prejudice,  deterred  many 
Britifh  manufacturers  from  fending  their  goods  to  the  Portu- 
guefe  market.      Another  diftinftion,    which  Portugal  had 
alfo  taken  with  regard  to  her  conftru61ion  of  the  Methuen 
treaty,  was  peculiarly  adverfe  to  the  trade  of  this  country. 
The  diflindlion  was,  that  all  newly-invented  manufadlures, 
fince  die  year  1703,    were  not  included   in   the  Methuen 
treaty,  and  were  liable  to  pay  whatever  duties  the  Court  of 
Portugal  chofe  to  levy  upon  them;    this  their  Lordfhips 
would  fee  mufl  neceflarily  bear   hard,  upon  all  our  cotton 
manufadory,  almofl  every  article  of  which  was  of  recent 
invention,  although  it  was  already  brought  to  fuch  a  flate  of 
perfection  as  to  altonilh  the  world.      He.  expatiated  upon 
thefe  circumftances,  and  declared,  he  was  not  only  ready  to 
do  juflice  to  Portugal,  but  willing  to  do  her  a  favour;  but 
he  appealed  to  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  and  the  Public,  whe- 
ther it  did  not  become  Government    to  exert  itfelf,  and  to 
biing  the  Court  of  Portugal  to  an  explanation,  and  oblige 
her  to  perform  her  obfervance  of  the  Methuen   treaty  as 
faithfully  as  we  did  ours.     The  commercial   treaty   with 
France,  he  contended,  was  of  itfelf  a  favour  to  Portugal, 
fince,  if  fhe  thought  proper  to  adhere  to  the  Methuen  trea- 
ty, fhe  would  derive  a  very  confiderable  advantage  from  the 
article  in  regard  to  reducing  the  duty  on  her  wines  one-third 
Vol.  XXIL  G  lower 
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lower  thjui  the  duties  on  the  wines  of  France,  being  carried 
into  execution.     He  combated  Vifcount   Stormont's  argu- 
jnent  relative  to  the  24th  and  25th  articles  of  the  Family 
Compafl,  and  contended,  that   th^  24th  article  of  the  Fa- 
mily Compadl  only    ftipulated  that  the  French  and  Spa- 
jyards,  in  point  of  navigation  and  commerce,  fhould  reci- 
procally be  entitled  to  -all  the  privileges  of  fubjeAs  in  the 
two    countries,    and   confequently  that  it  had  in  no  fort 
affe£led  us.     With  regard  to  the  idea  pf  France  entering  in- 
to a  commercial  treaty  with  Portugal,  he  confidered  it  as 
too  chimerical  to  be  feriouily  dreaded.     He  afked  if  any  man 
in  his  fenfes  imagined  that  France  would  take  12,090  tons 
of  the  wines  of  Portugal' for  her  oWn  confumption^  Acir- 
cumllance  fo  unlikely  to  happen,  furely,  was  not  a  circum- 
llance  that  ought  to  alarm  this  country.    In  concluiion.  Lord 
Hawkefbury  obferved  that  he  Ihould  oppofe  the    motioh, 
becaufe,  inftead   of  weakening  the  hands  of   Government, 
and  embarraffing  the  negoci^ition  pending  with  Portugal,  he 
held  it   to  be  the  duty  of  that  Houfe,   as  of  the  other,  to 
firengthen  the  hands  of  the  executive  Government,  and,  by 
uniting  on  the  prefent  occafion,  to  hold  out  to  Portugal  a 
firm  determination  in  the  Britifh  Parliament,  to  fupp6rt  Ad- 
miniftration,  in  their  juft  demand  upon  the  Court  of  Lifboo, 
to  comply  with  the  fpirit  and  meaning  of  the  Metliuen 
treaty. 
Lord  Port-      I^ord  Portchejier  rofe  to  explain.    The  noble  Lord,  he  faiJ, 
chcftcr.       had  either  mifunderilood  him  egregioufly,  or  miftated  his 
argument.     He  appealed  to  the  recollection  of  their  Lord- 
•     Ihips,  whether  he  bad  talked  of  France's  being  likely  to  take 
12,000  tons  of  Portugal  wine,  or  fuggefted  any  thing  half 
fo  abfurd  as  fuch  a  propofition.    What  he  had  remarked  was, 
that  by  our.  having  concluded  a  Treaty  of  Commerce  with 
France,  before  we  had  bi-ought  our  negdciation  with  Portu- 
gal to  an  end,  we  had  put  it  in  the  power  of  Portugal  to  fell 
the  open  Britifli  market  to  France  for  commercial  advantages, 
which  France  might,  for  fuch  a  bargain,  be  glad  to  givetp 
Portugal.     But  he  had  never  dreamt  that  France  could,  or 
would,  as  one  of  thofe  commercial  advantages,  take  12,000 
tons  of  Portugal  wines.^    What  ?    France,  a  country  which 
made  the  beft  wines  in  Europe,  take  12,000  tons  of  the  worft 
wines  any  European  country  produced  1     The   propofition 
had  been  too  ridiculous  to  be  dated.     His  complaint  was, 
that  the  Treaty  with  France,  upon  the  face  it,  made  it  the 
intereft  of  France,  by  every  fpecies  of  influence  and  intrigue^ 
to  prevent  Portugal  from  acceding  to  our  demands  upon  her, 
and,  in  cafe  of  a  failure  of  the  negociation,  France  might 
have  the  open   Britifli  market  without  any  compenfatioa 
'  bting  given  to  us  for  tl\at  adyuatagc.    iiut  were  there  no 
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iter  cooimercial  advantages  France  could  give  to  Portugal 
r  fudi  a  benefit  but  taking  wine?  France  might  take  all 
iv  Brazil  cotton  at  her  own  price^  and  then  our  cotton 
lanufadiory  was  undone  at  once. 

Lord  Hawkefiury  replied,  and  infifted  upon  it,  that  no  L.Hawl 
ther  country  but  Great  Britain  could  take  12,000  tons  of  bury. 
?ortug;al  wine ;  and  that  it  was  fair  to  ftate  thatj  as  one 
{taring  ihftance  of  the  improbability  of  the  Court  of  Lif- 
iMJn's  breaking  with  Great  Britain.  With  regard  to  the 
Brazil  cotton,  this  country  was  the  beft  market  for  cotton 
in  Europe,  and  as  long  as  fhe  continued  to  be  fo,  there  was 
no  doubt  but  that  the  Brazil  cotton  would  find  its  way  to  it, 
whether  it  came  direflly  from  Portugal  or  through  France, 
As  to  the  cotton  manufa6tory  of  this  country  being  likely  to 
be  ruined  for  want  of  a  fupply,  he  declared  he  had  not  an 
apprehenfion  of  that  kind ;  for  the  growing  of  cotton  was 
now  the  univerfal  praftice :  in  a  very  fhort  time,  therefore^ 
in  all  probability,  we  iheuld  have  a  fufficient  fupply  even 
from  our  own  iflands. 

Vifcount  Stormont  having  obferved  that  he  would  confine  Vifcoun 
himfelf  to  explanation  merely,  contended,  that,  according  to  Stormor 
Lord  Hawkefbury's  doftrine,  the  i8th  article  of  the  Defi- 
nitive Treaty  of  Peace  bound  u«,  within  two  years,  to  make 
any  Treaty  of  Commerce  with   France  whatfoever,  that 
France  thought  proper,  let  it  be  ever  fo  difadvantageous  to 
this  country ;  whereas  the  true  meaning  of  the  article  was, 
^tbatv  the  high  contrafting  powers  fhould  endeavour  to  treat 
about  arrangements  of  commerce  within  the  period  named, 
suid,  therefore,  if  the  endeavour  had  even  been  made  with- 
out fuccefs,  the  godd  faith  of  both  the  high  contrad^ing 
powers  would  have  been  kept.     He  illuftrated  this  by  men- 
tioning, that  by  the  terms  of  a  treaty  many  years  fince  con- 
cluded between  Great  Britain  and  France,  both  powers  lli- 
pulated  to  fend  Commiflaries  to  Antwerp,  to  fettle  fome 
particular  and  fpecific  arrangements,  which  were  not  fettled 
to  this  hour.     Vifcount  Stormont  entered  again  into  a  dif- 
cuffion  of  the  argument  he  had  before  advanced  relative  to 
the  24th  and  25th  articles  of  the  Family  Compadl,  by  dif- 
avowing  it,  though  not  in  explicit  or  diredl  terms.     He  next 
alluded  to  the  ftatement  of  Lord  Hawkefbury  relative  to  the 
decreafe  of  our  trade  with  Portugal,    and  endeavoured  to 
imprefs  it  upon  the  minds  of  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  given 
that  decreafe  of  balance  as  a  juflification  of  a  breach  with 
Portugal.     Upon  fimilar  grounds  (he  contended)  a  breach 
with  France,  irt  refpedl  to  the  lately  concluded  Commercial 
Treaty,  tnight,  a  year  or  two  hence,  be  juflified,  in  cafe 
the  amount  of  the  exports  of  this  country  fhould  decreafe.     ' 
In  the  courfe  of  his  reply,  Vifcount  Stormont  fpoke  of  Lord 

G  %  Hawkefburf 
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Hawkcfbury  as  one  of  the  firft  authorities  in  the  kingdoro, 
and  a  perfon  of  known  influence  where  influence  could  moft 
powerfully  operate. 
L  Hawkef-      Lord  Hawkefinry  defired,  once  for  all,  that  he  might  not,  ia 
^'y*  that  Houfe,  be  fuppofed  to  poffefsor  to  claim  any  authority, 

bpt  the  authority  which  he  derived  from  his  arguments.  With 
regard  to  the  noble  Vifcount's  ftatement  of  what  he  had  faid 
relative  tothe  iStharticle  of  the  Definitive  Treaty,  heappealcj 
to  the  recoUeflion  of  their  Lordfhips,  whether  he  had  not 
fpoken  of  the  ftipulation  pf  that  article  exa£lly  as  the  noble 
Vifcount  had  declared  it  to  be  liable  to  conftrudlion,  viz.  as 
^n  obligation  upon  the  executive  Government,  in  point  of 
prefervation  of  the  national  good  faith,  to  enieccuour  to  form  a 
treaty  of  arrangeipent  of  Commerce  between  the  two  na- 
tions, on  the  bafis  of  reciprocity  and  mutual  convenience, 
and  not  (as  the  noble  Vjfcount  had  imputed  to  him)  as  an 
pbligation  upon  Minifters  to  conclude  a  Commercial  Treaty 
with  France  at  all  hazards.      He  appealed,    alfo,    to  the 
Houfe,  whether  he  had  ever  aflerted  that  we  ought  to  <)uarrd 
with  Portugal,  beqaufe  our  trade  with  that  kingdom  bad 
become  lefs  favourable  than  formerly  ?     So  far  fronfi  this,  he 
had  only  ftate^  the  dpcreafe  of  the  balance  of  the  Portugal 
trade  merely  as  an  argument  to  prove  that  the  value  put 
upon  that  trade  by  fome  noble  Lords  was  higher  confiderably 
than  fa£ts  would  bear  pqt,  and  afUgned  various  inilances  of 
infringement  pf  the  Methuen  Treaty,  not  as  an  argument 
for  our  breaking  with  Portugal,  but  as  a  juftificatibn  of 
Government  in  jnfiftjng  that  the  Court  of  Lifbon  fhould 
more  faithfully  comply  with  the  Methuen  Treaty  in  future 
and  that  it  fjiould  npt  be  folely  adhered  to  on  the  part  of  the 
Court  of  London. 
Puk^  of        The  Duke  of  hlgrfolk  declared  himfelf  by  no  means  fatis- 
Norfoik      £^j  ^jj.{j  ^py  arguments  advanced  againft  the  motion:  and 
although,  after  >vhat  he  had  heard,  he  had  little  hopes  of 
being  able,  by  any  thing  he  could  fay,  to  change  the  opinion 
of  their  Lprdftiips,  yet  he  thonght  it  his  duty  to  oiFer  a  few 
remarks  upon  what  had  fallen  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate.   His 
Grace  then  obferved  updn  Lord  Hawkefbury's  fpefsch,  that 
the  whole  of  the  noble  Lord's  argument  appeared  to  hiiq^ 
like  the  paper  he  had  in  opening  the  motion  commented  upon, 
to  be  calculated  tp  depreciate  the  value  of  our  trade  with 
Portugal,  and  tq  prepare  for  a  total  abandonment  of  that 
beneficial   trade.     The  .noble  Lord,   in  the  courfe  of  his 
fpeech  had  faid,  //"Minifters  have  tried  to  obtain  a  redrefs  gf 
grievances  at  the  hands  of  the  Court  of  Lifbon  in  vain,  j/" 
they  have  done  fp  and  fo.     That  fort  of  language  he  muft 
^epiark,  could  not  be   regarded.     The  Houfe  knew  of  no 
rrievance$  that  exifted^  tVve^  Yvscii  Wi\.  V^ji^x^^-  9C  any  Uifringp- 
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ment  of  the  Methuen  Treaty  on  the  part  of  Portugal,  hut 
the  old  ground  of  grievance  relative  to  Ireland,  which,  as  far 
as  could  be  underftood,  was  given  up  by  Portugal,  though  no 
fuch  important  communication  had  been  made  to  the  Par- 
liament of  Ireland.  Would  Minifters  aflect  that  grievances 
had  exifted,  and  that  they  had  exerted  themfelves  to  obtain 
redrefs,  without  being  able  to  obtain  any  ?  Would  the  noble 
Lord,  who  faid  he  was  no  Minifler,  inftead  of  faying,  "  if 
**  Government  had  tried  in  vain  to  obtain  fatisfadion,"  take 
upon  himfelf  to  aiTert,  that  they  had  fo  tried  in  vain,  his 
word  would  be  taken,  and  the  motion  need  not  be  prefled  ; 
but  at  the  cafe  flood,  the  Houfe  had  no  information  before 
them  of  one  fadl  or  of  the  other,  either  that  complaints  of 
violation  of  the  Methuen  Treaty  on  the  part  of  Portugal 
were  grounded,  or  that  Minifters  had  endeavoured  to  have 
the  caufe  of  complaint,  done  away.  The  noble  Marquis  (of 
Buckingham)  near  him  had  liaid  the  amount  of  the  trade  of 

rlreland  out  of  the  balance  of  the  trrde  between  Portugal  and 
Great  Britain,  and  had  fuppofed  him  to  differ  in  opinion  from 

:him,  upon  obferving  that  he  affumed  a  look  of  difapprobation 

:at  the  moment.     The  fadl  (he  declared)  was,  he  fubfcribed 

:  fully  to  the  fairnefs  of  the  argument  of  the  noble  Marquis, 
but  he  could  not  help  expreffing  fome  difguft  by  his  counte- 
nance, when  he  heard,  a  diftinftion  taken  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  in  a  moment  when  the  trade  of  the 
empire  was  the  fubje£l  of  debate.     He  wifhed  the  intereft  of 

-the  two  kingdoms  to  be  always  confidered  as  infeparable» 
Having  faid  this,  the  Duke  exprefled  fome  furprize  at  the 

.{ilence  of  Minifters,  upon  a  topic  fo  immediately  relative 
to  their  own  conduft.  He  was  aware  that  the  noble  Lord, 
who  had  rifen,  that  day,  to  fupport  the  Treaty,  and  juftify 
Minifters,  had  the  chief  burthen  of  Government  upon  his 
Ihoulders,  and  was  a  noble  Loid  of  great  weight  and  autho- 

.  rity,  but  as  he  had  himfelf  told  the  Houfe  he  was  no  Mini- 
fter,  confequently  he  had  no  refponfibility.  He  could  not 
but  think  it  the  duty  of  Minifters,  on  fuch  occafions,  to 
ipeak  themfelves,  or  to  put  the  noble  Lord,  their  friend, 
into  a  minifterial  fituation,  fo  as  to  make  him  refponfible 
for  what  he  faid  upon  government.  Every  day  fmce  he  fat 
in  Parliament,  it  had  been  the  pradlice  of  Minifters  to  treat 
both  Houfes  with  increafed  negleft  and  indifference.  The 
prefent  adminift ration  had  come  into  power  in  direft  defiance 
of  one  branch  of  the  Legiflature.  A  diffolution  of  Parlia- 
ment had  followed,  and  a  new  Parliament  had  been  chofen, 
when  the  adminiftration  were  in  the  zenith  of  popularity  ; 
and  morf?  i>opu]ar  no  adminiftration  had  ever  been,  than  they 
iwere  at  the  time  of  the  general  eleflion,  from  the  confidence 
pf  thp  people  that  their  rights  and  liberties  would  be  pre- 
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-fctVc8>  and  from  an  idea  that,   among  other  reforms,  a 
reform  of  the  reprefentation  of  the  people  would  take  place 
in  the  othdr  Houfe.     No  fuch  reform  had,  however,  been 
made ;  and,  as  to  that  Houfe,  fome  perfons  had  been  lately 
fent  there,   who,  all  circumftances  confidered,  the  peopl^ 
perhaps,  little  expeded  to  fee"  elevated  to  that   rank.    He 
was  far  from  meaning  to  infmuate  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
*iot,  in  point  of  ability,  information,  and  fervices,  fully  en- 
titled to  the  honours  he  had  received.     He  fpoke  merely  of 
the  political  conduct  which  that  noble  Lord  and  other  noble 
Lords  bad  thought  proper  to  purfue.     The  Duke  declared 
h\i  difapprobation  of  the  mode  of  treating  Portugal,  by  firft 
'    concluding  a  treaty  with  France,  and  thert  difpatching  an 
Ambaflador  to  Lifbon,  to  fay  to  the  Court,  "  I  (hall  go 
*^  away  on  fuch  a  day,  I  rauft  have  your  anfwer  by  tliat 
"  time^ — ^here  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  Treaty  which  Great 
**  Britain  has  concluded  with  France,  and  having  formed 
^*  foch  a  connexion,  (he  is  perfeftly  indifferent  whether  flic 
"  quarrels  with  you  or  not.'*     The  language  of  the  negocia- 
tor,  Would  (he  obfei'vcd)  neceffariiy  be  more  courtly,  but  the 
£i£k  fpoke  for  itfelf,  and  its  incivility  and  arrogance  were 
obvious.     Having  artfwered  Lord    Hawkefbury's    remark 
about  tlie  growth  of  cotton  on  our  own  iilands,  and  faid  that 
the  noble  Lord  talked  of  cotton,  as  if  it  were  wheat,  the 
g^wth  of  one  feaibn  only,  he  concluded,  with  declaring  it 
to  be  bis  confirmed  opinion,  that  fo  far  from  the  prefent  mo- 
tion's tending  to  Weaken  the  hands  of  Government  or  em- 
barrafs  the  pending  negociation  with  Portugal,  it  would  give 
Government  ftrength,,  and  put  them  on  advantaged  ground 
in  their  negociation  with  the  Court  of  Lifbon.     His  Grace 
apologized  for  any  warmth  which  he  might  have  betrayed  » 
the  courfe  of  his  argument,  declaring  that  his  feelings  necci- 
farily  led  him  to  deliver  his  fentiments  with  fome  fhare  of 
animation,  but  that  he  always  meant  to  treat  their  Lordihips 
with  that  degree  of  politenefs  and  refpe£l  to  which  they  weit| 
undoubtedly,  entitled. 
KaTcjms  of     Lq^j  OJiofM  (Matquis  of  Carmarthen)  rofe  fiexty.and 
Carmart  en  ^_^jj^  ^j^^£  although  he  was  undoubtedly  refponfible,  when 
formally  called  upon,  to  anfwer  for  any  part  of  his  coaduft 
as  a  Minifter,  5fet  he  did  not  hold  himfelf  obliged  to  rife  at 
the  call  of  any  individual  Lord,  to  anfwer  queftions  or  afliga 
reaforts  for  the  condudt  of  Government,  lanlefs  his  owtt 
judgement  ferved  to  convince  him  that  fome  anfwer  ought  to 
be  given.     He  always  liftened  with  great  attention  to  what 
fell  from  the  noble  Vifcount  and  the  noble  Lords  near  hii&i 
as  well  as  to  what  fell  from  the  noble  Lords  who  fat  clofe  by 
the  place  from  which  he  fpoke;  and  he  had  that  day  lifleoci 
with  peculiar  pleatuie,  a^  a  ^x^\.  ^ii\.  ^l  Ss^^^^msAitioii  W 
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iaillen  from  both  fides  of  the  Houfe.  He  would  not,  at 
hat  late  hour,  go  into  a  difcufiion  of  topics  which  had  been 
k>  fully  difcufled  in  the  courfe  of  debate,  and,  in  his  mind. 
To  unanfwerably  argued  by  the  noble  Lord  near  him  (Lord 
Hawkefbury)  but  would  content  himfelf,  as  a  Lord  of  Par- 
liament, with  declaring  his  difapprobation  of  the  motion, 
a^d  appealing  to  the  noble  Vifcount's  candour,  to  the  candour 
of  the  Houfe,  and  of  all  who  heard  him,  whether,  pending 
a  negociation  with  the  Court  of  I^'iibon^  the  ag^eeing  to  fuch  ' 
a  motion  as  the  prefent  would  not  tend  to  hold  out  to  the 
vrorld  an  ill-timed  want  of  confidence  in  Adminiftration, 
and  of  confequence  throw  difficulties  in  the  way  of  bringing 
the  Treaty  with  Portugal  to  an  happy  and  an  early  ifliie. 

The  Earl  of  Carlijle  declared  that  he  was  glad  to  find  that  The  Ead 
the  death'Iike  filenceof  Minifters  was  at  length,  broken.  The  Carlifle. 
noble  Marquis,  however,  had  confined  himfelf  to  the  fingle 
point  of  the  expediency  of  making  the  motion  at  that  time, 
without  adducing  one  argument  to  (hew,  why  it  would  not 
be  wife  to  conclude  the  buCnefs  with  the  Court  of  Lifbon, 
before  they  carried  the  Treaty  with  France  into  cfteft.  He 
animadverted  on  Lord  Hawkefbury's  fpeech,  and  faid,  an 
unfortunate  PFe  had  caught  his  ear,  which  induced  him  to 
.  imagine,  that,  although  the  noble  Lord  had  taken  pains  in 
the  middle  of  his  fpeech  to  tell  them  "  he  was  no  Minljieri^ 
yet  he  conceived  himfelf  to  be  in  equal  power,  juft  as  fome 
men  fancied  when  they  had  one  foot  in  the  ftirrup  that  they 
were  feated  on  the  faddle.  His  Lordihip  added  other  re- 
marks. 

horA  Sydney  replied  to  the  obfervations  of  the  Duke  ofL.  Sydr 
Norfolk,  who  had  remarked,  that  no  ftatement  had  been 
inadeof  the  exiftance  of  any  fpecific  grievance  on  the  part 
of  Portugal;  and  (aid,  a  noble  friend  of  his  (Lord  Hawkef- 
bury) unlefs  jie  was  greatly  miftaken,  had  ftated  feveral 
grievances  fpecifically,  and  fo  had  a  noble  Marquis,  who 
fpoke  fecond  in  the  debate.  He  took  notice  of  Lord  Port- 
chefter*s  argument ;  and  affigned  as  his  reafon  for  oppofing 
the  motion,  that  it  might  do  harm,  and  could  not  do  any 
pofiible  good. 

Lord  Portchejicr  explained,  that  the  objeft  of  his  argument  Lord 
had  been  to  ftate,  that  the  Treaty  wilh  France,  upon  the  Portchd 
face  of  it,  put  it  in  the  power  of  Portugal  to  deliver  over 
that  boon  to  France,  which  Great  Britain  had  deprived  her- 
felf  of  the  power  of  giving  France,  and  that  France  might 
cafily  makeup,  by  a  communication  of  commercial  advan- 
tages, the  difference  to  Portugal  that  (he  would  fuftain  in 
confequence  of  breaking  off  entirely  with  Great  Britain. 

Lord  Delaval  rofe,  not,  he  faid,  at  that  late  hour,  when  Ld.  d^J; 
the  Houfe  was  nearly  exhaufted,  to  offer  aay  aigumeirt'S-  of 
,•••■.  hU 
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his  own  upon  the  motion,  but  merely  to  take  notice  of  what 
bad  fallen  from  other,  and  particularly  from  the  noble  Duke 
near  him,  y^ho,  in  his  laft  fpeech,  had  been  pleafed  to  refleft 
on  thofe  noble  Lords  who  had  lately  had  the  honour  of  being 
by  the  King's  favour  entitled  to  feats  among  their  Lordlhips. 
He  begged  to  knoW,  whether  the  noble  Duke  thought  there 
was  any  thing  in  the  charafters  of  the  ancefters  of  thofe  lately 
created  Peers  which  ought  to  difqualify  tlieir  fucceffors  from 
holding  the  honours  of  the  Britifti  Peerage.  Did  the  noble 
Duke  mean  to  iofinuate  that  their  anceftors  had  been  ftigma- 
tifed  as  perfons  of  fufpicious  charafters,  or  as  perfons  dif- 
affedled  to  the  Government  under  which  they  lived.  Did 
the  noble  Duke  mean  to  infer,  "  that  there  was  more  joy  in 
"  Heaven  over  one  finner  that  repented,  than  over  ninety 

"  and  nine  juft  perfons  ?" 

The  Duke  The  Duke  of  Manchejler  fpoke  to  orden  He  contended 
of  Manchcf-  that  the  noble  Lord  was  fpeaking  to  a  matter  fo  foreign  to  the 
^^'^  fubjeft  of  the  motion,  that  he  could  not  fuffer  him  to  pro- 

ceed without  reminding  him  that  it  was  totally  cohtrary  to 
order,  and  to  the  decorum  due  to  that  Houfe,  for  anv  noble 
Lord  to  go  into  matters  of  fo  perfonal  a  nature,  anu  which 
were  likely  to  lead  to  difagreeable  confequences. 
The  Duke       The  Duke  of  Norfolk  begged  the  noble  Lord   to  proceed 
•f  Norfolk,  in  what  he  was  going  to  fay.     He  was  fo  confcious  that  he 
could  convince  the  noble  Lord  of  his  miftake,  that  he  would 
hear  him  out  with  great  pleafure, 
L.  Dclaval.      Lord  Delaval  faid,  that  if  he  had  done  any  thing  contrary 
to  the  order  and  decorum  of  the  Houfe,  he  would  willingly 
beg  pardon  of  their  Lordfhips,  but  as  the  noble  Duke  had 
been  pleafed  to  animadvert  on  the  Peers  lately  created,  being 
himfelf  one  of  that  number,  and   perfedly  unconfcious  ot 
deferving  any  animadverfion,  he  imagined  the  noble  Duke 
would  naturally  expedl  that  fomething  Ihould  be  advanced 
in  their  behalf,  by  one  at  leaft  of  the  number. 
The  Duke       The  Duke  of  riorfolky  in  reply,  declared  that  he  had  not 
of  Norfolk,  had   the  moft  diftant  intention  of  reflefting  on  the  noble 
Lord,  when  he  had  fpoken  of  perfons  being  called  up  to  the 
Houfe,  whom  the  people,  probably,  did  not  exped  to  fee 
there ;  but  he  had  alluded,  in  his  own  mind,  to  the  Coalitioni 
which  at  one  time  engaged  fo  much  of  the  attention  of  the 
public,  and  had  meant  to  flate,  that  circumftances,  at  leaft 
equally  extraordinary,  had  fuice  occurred. 

The  queftion  being  now  put  by  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
with  the  omiffion  of  the  word  "  perpetual "  (by  confeqt  oJF 
the  Duke  of  Norfolk)  the  Houfe  divided  : 
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T%urfday^  ijl  March. 

When  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  taken  his  feat  on  the  wool- 
ack,  Vifcount  Stormont  rofe  and  obferved  that  he  meant  to 
:all their  Lordfliips  attention  to  a  fingle  point  of  form;  and 
this  was  their  mode  of  proceeding  in  a  budnefs  of  as  much 
importance  as  ever  called  for  the  confideration  of  that  Houfe 
of  Parliament.    The  Commons  had  pafied  certain  refolutions 
founded  on  the  commercial  treaty  with  France,  and  had  fent 
them  to  that  Houfe  with  an  addrefs  drawn  up  in  fuch  particu- 
lar and  precife  tenns  as  to  pledge  parliament  with  rerpe£l  to 
their  future  condu£t  in  the  fubfequent  Aages  of  the  budnefs* 
Such  a  mode  of  proceeding  was  not  direftly  warranted  by  any 
precedent,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  di  (cover.     Whenever 
both  Houfes  joined  in  an  addrefs  to  the  Throne,  upon  the 
fuhje£^  of  any  matter,  the  difcuffion  of  which  was  not  con- 
cluded in  either  Houfe,  it  had  always  been  cuftomary  to  draw 
that  addrefs  generally,  and  fo  as  not  in  any  fort  to  preclude 
the  freedom  of  future  debate.  He  knew  no  precedent  for  fuch 
a  proceeding  as  the  prefent,  nor  had  he  heard  of  any.     He 
had  indeed,  out  of  doors,  heard  of  the  noble  proceeding  adopt- 
ed with  regard  to  the  Irifli  propofitions;   but,  that   their 
Lordfliips  well  knew  had  been  extremely  different.     In  that 
cafe,  the  two  parliaments  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  being 
the  negociators,  the  refolutions  and  the  evidence  on  which 
they  proceeded,  had  been  fent  up  from  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, and  their  Lordfhips  were  left  at  full  liberty  to  difcufs 
the  refolutions,  to  examine  wltnefles,  and  to  proceed  with  all 
neceffriry  caution;  and  at  length  the  two  Houfes  had  joined 
in  an  addrefs  to  the  Crown,  ftating  to  what  length  they  had 
proceeded,  promifing  to  pafs  fuch  bills  as  to  them  fhould 
feem  neceffary,  and  defiring  the  Crown,  as  the  medium  be- 
tween the  two  parliaments,  to  caufe  the  refolutions  to  be  laid 
before  the  parliament  of  Ireland.     How  widely  different  had 
been  the  proceeding  in  the  prefent  cafe?  Why  it  had  been  dif- 
ferent, he  was  at  a  lofs  to  imagine,  fince,  there  was  a  prece- 
dent on  the  journals,  which  feemed  to  him  the  precife  prece- 
dent which  ought  to  have  been  fo\lowed.    He  meant  the  pre- 
cedent of  the  proceeding  upon  the  treaty  of  Utrecht.     He 
ftated'  in  what  mode  the  Houfe  had  then  condufted  them- 
felves,  and  drew  a  charafler  of  Lord  Bolingbrokc,  the  mi-  ^ 
nifter  in  I>i3.     At  that  time,  an  adminiftration  Upheld  by  as 
powerful  a  fodlion  as  ever  governed  this  country,  were  in 
office.     The  minifter  early  in  life  gave  proof  of  uncommon 
ability,  and  commanding  eloquence.     By  the  powers  of  his 
oratory,  he  could  glofs  over  the  dark  fide  of  a  pi6lure,  and 
cover  its  deformity  fo  as  to  deceive  moft  men,  and  miflead 
Vol.  XXII.  //         .  many. 
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many.  He  was  of  a  temper  vehement  and  overbearing,  and 
his  paffion  often  inclined  him  to  carry  all  before  him;  but, 
ftill  he  had,  in  that  inftance,  fhewn  fo  much  refpedl  for  the 
conftitution,  that  with  all  his  perfonal  authority,  with  all  the 
influence  of  his  ability,  he  ventured  not  to  adopt  a  proceed- 
ing like  the  prefent..  Vifcou'nt  Stormont  contended,  that  the 
Houfe  could  not  bind  itfelf  by  any  addrefs,  fo  as  to  abandon 
the  freeexercife  of  its  legiflative  capacity;  and  as  it  was  ne« 
ceflTary  to  prevent  the  proceeding  propofcd  to  be  adopted  from 
mifleading  pofterity,  he  moved, 

•*  That  no  addrefs  to  the  Throne,  and  no  refolution  of  this 
*'  Houfe,  can  bind  this  Houfe  in  its  legiflative  capacity,  or 
**  bar  the  fubje£bs  right  of  petitioning  this  Houfe  upon  any 
*•  bill  depending  in  parliament,  though  fuch  bill  be  founded 
"  upon  and  conformable  to  refolutions  to  which  this  Houfe 
**  has  previoufly  agreed." 
Marquis  of      The  Marquis  of  Buckingham  premifing  that  the  prefent 
Bucking-     commercial  treaty  had  been   nearly  five  months  before  the 
**"*  public,  and  that  the  treaty  of  Utrecht  had  not  been  more    J 

know  to  parliament,  declared  that  he  faw  no  reafon  for  oh- 
jeftion.    He  pointed  out  in  what  particulars,  by  the  propofed 
mode  of  proceeding  tbe  Houfe  was  faved  from  embarraflment    1 
and  diflSculty,     He  obferved,  that  he  concurred  moft  full?    I 
with  the  noble  Vifcount  that  the  Houfe  could  not  bind  itfelf  / 
by  any  addrefs  fo  as  to  deprive  itfelf  of  the  full  exercife  of  its   I 
legiflative  capacity,  or  preclude  itfelf  from  a  right  of  voting,   j 
as  to  its  wifdom  Ihould  feem  meet,  upon  any  future  bill  or    ] 
bills,  which  might,  hereafter  be  brought  in,  as  a  confequcncc    ■ 
of  the  refolutions,  then  about  to  be  fubmitted  to  their  Lord- 
Ihips  confideraiion.     As  this  was  a  propofition  which  no  no- 
ble Lord,  he  believed,  had  the  fmdlleft  inclination  to  contro- 
vert or  to  queftion,  he  faw  no  reafon  for  their  Lordfliips  to 
vote  a  truifm,  and  therefore  he  would,  with  their  permiffion, 
move  the  previous  queftion. 
Wcount         Vifcount  Stormont  preflTed  the  Houfe  to  adopt  his^  motion, 
ormont     .^  ^^^^^  ^j^^^^  pofterity  might  learn,  that  their  Lordfliips  had 
exerted  that  caution  iri  guarding  againft  the  eftablifhment  <rfa 
precedent,  which,  upon  the. face  of  it,  was  equally  new  and 
dangerous  to  the  conftitution. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  put  the  queftion,  "That  the  orderof 
N     *<  the  day  be  now  read,"  which  operating  as  a  previous  quef- 
tion, was  carried.     The  order  of  the  day  was  read,  and  the 
Houfe  Iiaving  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whok 
Houfe,  Lord  Scarfdale  in  the  chair. 
Marquis  of      The  Marquis  of  Buckingham  began  -with  befpeaking  the 
Bucking-    patience  of  the  Houfe,  while  he  proceeded  to  a  detail  which 
^'"^*  (he  faid)  muft  neceflTarily  run  into  a  confiderable  length.   He 

proceeded  to  lay.  it  down  as  an  incontrovertible  fa^,  that  it 

liid 
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id  been  the  ancient  and  uninterrupted  pra6lice  of  Great 
ritain  to  be  connected  by  a  commercial  treaty  with  France, 
nlefs  when  that  practice  had  heen  broken  in  upon  by  inter- 
ening  '•/ars.  He  took  up  the  hiftory  of  our  treaties  with 
Vanctf  in  the  middle  of  the  laft  century,  and  traced  it  to  the 
reaty  of  Utrecht,  marking  all  the  peculiar  circumftances 
fhich  had  occafionally  occurred.  He  next  recited  the  hiftory 
rf  the  treaty  of  Utrecht,  and  the  event  that  followed  with 
•efped  to  the  rejeftion  of  the  8th  and '9th  articles  of  that 
:reaty.  He  ftated  that  Sir  Thomas  Hanmer  had  been  the 
□aember  who  moved  for  the  rejeftion  of  thofe  articles;  but,  fo 
Qonfcious  was  he  of  the  general  good  tendency  of  the  whole  of 
the  treaty  of  Ut'recht,  thofe  two  articles  excepted,  thathealfo 
moved  i6r  an  addrefs  to. the  Queen,  thanking  her  for  having 
made  the  treaty,  and  defiring  that  means  might  be  immediate- 
ly adopted  fof*  carrying  all  of  it,  but  the  two  rejedled  articles, 
into  full  eSt&.  Commiffioners  had  been  appointed  for  that 
purpofe  by  the  two  courts;  papers  had  been  exchanged  by 
them  accordingly ;  and  the  Duke  of  Bedford,  when  he  con- 
cluded the  treaty  of  Paris  in  1763,  had  proceeded  upon  the 
ground  of  thofe  events,  and  formed  his  treaty  accordingly. 
He  mentioned  the  preliminary  articles  of  peace  of  1783,  the 
definitive  treaty  of  the  fame  year,  and  the  nature  of  the  de- 
claration figned  by  the  Duke  of  Manchefter.  He  contended, 
that  the  Government  were  bound,  in  fome  degree,  to  nego- 
ciate  a  treaty  of  commerce  with  France,  and  he  aflerted  that 
a  more  beneficial  treaty  than  the  prefent  could  not  have  been 
made.  He  entered  into  a  detail  of  the  Tariff,  and  fpoke  of 
the  obvious  advantages  that  muft  refult  from  our  having  a 
new  market  confifting  of  twenty-four  millions  of  cuftomers 
opened  to  us,  confidering  the  evident  fuperiority  of  our  ma- 
mifadlures.  In  fome  refpeSs,  undoubtedly,  France  would 
have  the  advantage,  becaufe  their  Lordfliips  muft  perceive  it 
would  have  been  impoffiblc  to  have  made  a  treaty,  in  confe- 
queiice  of  which  fome  advantages  muft  not  be  given  to  that 
contracting  party,  at  whofe  hands  we  had  received  fo  many; 
in  the  glafs  manufadlory  (he  believed)  in  refpedl  to  the  large 
plate  glafs,  France  would  fuccefsfuUy  rival  us ;  but  then,  in 
our  cotton  manufadiory,  in  our  pottery,  and  our  hardware, 
we  fhould  have  the  moft  decifive  fuperiority.  He  applied  to 
the  common  fcnfe  of  the  Houfe  whether  France,  importing^ 
into  England  her  produce,  all  of  them  luxuries,  and  we,  ex- 
porting to  France  our  manufadlures,  moft  of  them  neceflaries, 
we  muft  not  have  the  advantage  in  a  confiderable  degree?  Fa- 
milies in  high  life,  peffons  of  fortune,  and  in  the  fuperior 
illations,  would  confume'the  imports  from  France;  on  the 
contrary,  our  manufadures  would  equally  fupply  the  ne- 
cemties  of  all  defcriptions  in  Francei  fcQm  the  princ  to  th» 
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peafant.    While  our  more  elegant  articles  would  adorn  the 
perfons  of  the  great,    our  buttons  would  be  worn  in  the 
ileeves  of  the  lower  order  of  the  people,  and  the  labourer  ia 
France  would  purchafe  an  Englifh  knife  to  cut  his  dinner 
with.     The  Marquis,  next,  touched  on  the  treaty  with  Por- 
tugal, and  contended,  that  if  it  ihould  unfortunately  be  bro- 
ken off,  we  might  be  under  no  diftrefs  in  regard  to  the  article 
of  cotton,  refpeSing  which  fo  much  had  been  faid.    Our  con- 
fumption  was  fixteen  millions  of  pounds  annually,  and  above 
half  that  quantity  was  fupplied  already  from  our  own  colonies, 
and  fo  much  had  lately   been  planted,  that  in  a  very  fliort 
time,  we  fliould  be  able  to  fupply  ourfelves  completely,  which 
would  now  have  been  the  cafe,  had  not  the  Ifland  of  Tortola 
been  torn  from  us  at  the  late  peace ;  not  that  he  meant  to 
blame  that  peace,  for  his  opinion  of  it  was  well  known.    He 
ihould  ever  contend  that  it  had  been  the  falvation  of  the 
country,  but  he  mentioned  Tortola  merely  as  the  Ifland  that 
had  bjen  unfortunately  the  facrifice,  and  fome  facrifice,  their 
Lordfhips  well  knew,  it  was  neceffary  to  make. 
The  Marquis  now  moved, 

*'  That  it  appears  to  be  expedient,  that  all  articles  of  the 
"  growth,  produce,  or  manufadlu re  of  the  European  domi- 
*'  nions  of  the  French  King,  which  are  not  fpecified  in  the 
**  fixth  aiticle  of  the  treaty  of  navigation  and  commerce be- 
*'  tween  His  Britannic  Majefty  and  the  Moft  Chriftian  King, 
*«  figned  at  Verfailles  the  26th  of  September  1786,  ihallbc 
**  imported  in  this  kingdom  on  payment  of  duties  as  low  as 
*'  any  which  ftiall  be  payable  on  the  importation  of  the  like 
"  articles  from  any  other  European  nation." 

The  Earl  of  Scarborough  (poke  againft  the  treaty,  and  de- 
clared that  the  boafted  advantages  of  the  treaty  rather  inclined 
him  to  doubt  of  the  fincerity  of  the  court  of  France.  fTtmu 
Danaosy  et  donafcrentes  was  the  motto  he  fhould  always  apply 
to  gifts  from  fuch  a  quarter.  French  manners,  French  com- 
merce, and  French  policy,  upon  the  experience  of  paft  per- 
fidy, he  fliould  ever  hold  in  deteftation  and  abhorrence. 

The  Bifhop  of  Landaff  faid,  he  had  yefterday  expatiated 
a  little  beyond  the  immediate  fubjeS  of  the  then  debate ;  he 
had  done  it  with  defign,  and  his  defign  was,  thaf  he  might 
on  that  day  (pne  of  the  moft  important  that  the  nation 
had  ever  feen)  take  up  lefs  of  that  time  which  their  Lord- 
fhips could  employ  fo  much  more  to  their  fatisfaAion  in 
lifteriing  to  others  than  to  him  :  with  the  fame  view  he 
would  not  recur  to  what  he  had  yefterday  advanced,  though 
Jie  muft  take  the  liberty  of  dirfering  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quis with  refpedl  to  the  importance  of  our  trade  with  France 
in  iron  and  other  articles  in  the  time  of  Charies  the  Second; 
snd  he  thought  it  b'j  no  lae^m  ^ioved>  that  France  had 
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aade  fo  little  improvement  in  her  manufaiftures  whilft  we 
lad  made  fo  much  in  ours,  as  to  render  the  trade  now  de- 
cidedly fafe,  which  was  then  clearly  dangerous;  but  he 
would  not  dwell  on  this  point,  though  it  would  admit  am- 
ple, difcuffion ;  he  would  take  new  ground,  he  would  pro- 
ceed to  examine  the  motives  which  had  induced  His  Majef- 
ty*s  Minifters  to  negotiate  a  treaty  with  France,  and-  to 
abandon  the  policy  of  their  anceftors.  But  when  he  fpck^ 
of  examining  the  motives,  he  muft  be  underftood  to  mean 
only  the  open  and  avowed  motives,  there  might  be  fecTet 
ones  of  more  weight  and  authority  than  any  which  he  had 
heard  fpoken  of;  and  when  he  confidered  the  enlarged  views, 
the  profound  policy,  the  retrofpeftive  wifdom,  and  thepro- 
fpe(Sive  fagacity  which  always  ought,  and  ufually  did  per- 
vade the  condu£l  of  princes,  and  which,  he  trufted,  had 
on  this  occafion  aftuated  the  cabinet  of  HisMajeily;  he 
was  perfuaded  that  there  were  fuch ;  he  was  difpofed  to  think 
that  the  framers  of  this  treaty  had  a  moral  certainty  that 
the  French,  in  confideration  of  it,  would  never  more,  either 
diredlly  or  indireftly,  difturb  us  in  our  pofleffions  in  Afia ; 
that  they  would  not  by  underhand  negotiation  attempt  to 
rob  us  of  every  commercial  advantage,  every  political  alli- 
ance we  had  in  Europe;  that  they  would  not,  either  fecretly 
or  openly,  foment  diflentions  in  Ireland,  He  trufted,  that 
His  Majefty*s  Minifters  had  a  clear  forefight,  that  in  con- 
fequence  of  this  treaty  our  navy  would  not  only  not  be  di- 
'minifhed,  that  was  not  enough,  but  that  it  would  be  in- 
creafed ;  nor  was  that  enough,  but  that  it  would  be  increafed 
in  an  higher  proportion  than  the  navy  of  1^'rance  would  be 
increafed  by  our  becoming  the  carriers,  in  a  great  meafure, 
of  the  produce  and  manufaftures  of  both  countries ;  could 
this  point  be  proved  to  his  fatisfaftion,  it  would  go  a  great 
way  towards  leflening  his  apprehenfions  of  the  tieaty.  He 
trufted  that  the  perfons  concerned  in  forming  the  treaty, 
had  the  ftrongeft  expeftations  that  the  introdu6lion  of  our 
manufadlures  into  France  at  this  critical  period  would  be 
fo.  far  from  becoming  an  incentive  to  French  induftry,  that 
it  would  immediately  cheqk  and  in  a  fhort  time  annihilate 
their  rifing  manufaftures  of  cotton,  cutlery,  hardware,  and 
pottery,  in  which  they  were  fo  ambitious  to  rival  us.  Thefe 
and  motives  fuch  as  thefe  may  have  been  amongft  the  pri- 
mary ones  which  incited  His  Majefty's  Minifters  to  nego- 
tiate a  treaty  with  France  ;  but  as  to  the  often fible  ones,  he 
could  fee  but  two  of  any  confequence  :  one  was,  a  profpefik 
of  continuing  the  peace  by  opening  a  commercial  inter- 
conrfe  between  the  two  kingdoms ;  another  was,  a  profpeil; 
pf  augmenting  our  revenue  by  extending  oyr  trade. 

Would  to  Gody  my  Lords,  hefaid,  that  the  fpirit;  of  the 
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Chriftian  religion  would  exert  its  influence  over  the  hearts  ' 
of  individuals  in  their  public  capacity  as  much  as,  we  truft, 
it  does  over  their  condudl  in  private  life,  then  would  re- 
venge, avarice,  and  ambition,  which  have  fattened  the  earth 
with  the  blood  of  her  children,  be  baniftied  from  the  coun- 
cils of  princes,  and  there  would  be  no  more  war.  The  time 

'  will  come,  the  prophet  hath  faid  it,  and  I  believe  it,  the 
time  will  aflTuredly  come,  when  nation,  literally  fpeaking, 
Ihall  no  longer  lirt  up  hand  againft  nation  ^i  no  man  will 
rejoice,  my  Lords,  more  than  Ifliall  to  fee  the  time  when 
peace  fhall  depend  on  an  obedience  to  the  benevolent  prin- 
ciples of  the  gofpel;  but  whilft  it  is  fimply  made  to  depend 
on  the  felhfli  profpefts  of  commercial  policy,  I  can  have 
no-confidence  in  its  continuance  ;  it  will  not  laft  a  moment 
longer  than  till  it  is  the  iptereft,  real  or  apparent,  of  France 
to  bre^k  it. 

Had  we  forgotten,  no  length  of  time  would  ever  oblite- 
rate the  circumftance  from  his  memory,  it  even  yet  rankled 
in  his'recolle6lion; — had  we  not  heacd,  during  the  progrefs. 
of  the  American  war,  every  annual  fpeech  fr6m  the  throne, 
every  monthly  difpatch  from  our  minifter  at  Paris  (of  whofe 
ability  to  deteib  hypocrify,  had  it  been  poffible  to  detedl  it, 
no  one  could  doubt)  announced  to  this  honeft,  unfufped- 
ing  nation  the  peaceable  difpofition  of  the  cabinet  at  Ver- 
failles;  and  yet,  when  the  long  wifhed-for  aufpicious  mo- 
ment arrived,  in  which  fhe  could  moft  diftrefs  us,  moft  be- ' 
nefit  herfelf,  with  what  bold  and  barefaced  perfidy  did  fhe 
break  the  peace?  And  fhall  we  even  now,  whilft  we.  are 
-yet  fmarting  from  the  confequences  of  her  treachery,  be- 
come a  fecond  time  the  good  eafy  dupes  of  her  duplicity; 
it  was  not  a  trifling  luftration  that  would  in  his  mind  ex- 
piate the  perfidy  of  French  councils.  He  admired  the 
French  as  an  intelligent  and  an  ingenious  people;  he  loved 
them  as  an  agreeable  and  polite  people,  but  he  dreaded  theni 

'  as  a  great,  he  fufpedled  them  as  a  negotiating,  and  he  de- 
tefled  them  as  an  ambitious  people.  Let  no  man^  he  faid, 
talk  to  me  of  exchanging  ancient  prejudices  for  liberal  fen-r 
timents.  He  hoped  he  did  not  want  more  than  others  did, 
liberality  of  fentiment  in  private  life;  but  liberality  of  fen* 
timent  was  a  complex  idea,  the  component  parts  of  which, 
when  applied  to  great  nations,  he  could  not  unfold  ;  before 
he  couhl  begin  to  think  liberally  of  France,  he  muft  learn 
to  forget  America.  He  would  not  part  with  his  prejudices 
againft  France;  they  were  prejudices  which  had  for  ages 
pre/erved  the  independence  ^v\d  liberty  of  his  couritry,  and 
he  would  carry  them  to  \\U^T;\Ne  >n\\\\\v\vr\  \s&  ^\^  Tsax^-a;?^ 

that  France  was  the  nalura\  euem^  o'iG\^'\x.'&\\xaL\\\^\ssx\'W 

iaid  more,  he  believeAViei  to\?^t\i^  ^o\\\\c.A^^\^sssw^  j& 


A.  1787.  DEBATES. 

liberties  of  every  ftate  in  Europe ;  in  a  word,  he  could  not 
truft  her.  He  was  forry  to  have  occafion  to  ufe  fuch  plain 
language;  but  not  to  fufpedl  where  you  had  been  deceived, 
was  to  aft  with  the  credulity  of  a  child ;  not  to  take  warn- 
ing from  experience  was  to  a6l  with  an  audacious  temerity, 
'  which  no  profpecEl  of  advantage  could  juftify.  He  meant 
to  fay  on  this  point,  that  how  zealoufly  foever  he  wiftied, 
as  a  man  and  a  Chriftian,  for  the  peace  of  the  world,  the 
profpeft  of  a  continuance'  of  the  peace  with  France  did  not 
operate  on  his  mind  with  any  force  whatever  as  a  reafon 
for  approving  the  commercial  treaty;  there  might  or  there 
might  hot  be  other  reafon s  for  approving  it,  but  this  was 
none.  We  are  at  peace,  both  nations  are  fiqk  of  war,  there 
wants  not  a  commercial  treaty  to  preferve  the  peace,  or  if 
there  did,  it  would  be  inefficacious  to  the  end,  fmce  every 
intereft  of  France,  her  landed,  manufafturing,  and  com- 
mercial intereft,  would  be  made  to  ftoop  to  her  ambition ; 
this  commercial  regulation  was  an  opiate  by  which  flie  wifli- 
cd  to  lull  this  nation  into  a  torpid  ftate  of  confidential  (ecu- 
rity  until  ihe  acquired  ftrength,  by  cajoling  fome,  by  inti- 
midating other  powers  in  Europe,  to  ftrike  the  blow  fee  had 
never  ceafed  aiming  at  this  country. 

He  canje,  he  faid,  to  the  confideration  of  the  other  of- 
tenfible  motive  for  this  treaty — the  proQieft  of  increaCng 
the  revenue  by  extending  the  trade  of  the  country — Tlicre 
was  an  argument  in  favour  of  this  i>oint,  which  in  the  opi- 
nion of  many  would  be  conclufive ;  it  was  the  approbation 
of  the  manufafturing  intereft  of  this  country — he  faid  ap- 
probation—^for  when  the  manufadlurers  were  filent,  we  might 
be  fure  they  were  pleafed — tacent  fatis  laudant\ — this  argu- 
ment, he  doubted  not,  would  be  ufed  with  great  force  by 
the  favourers  of  this  treaty ;  the  (ilence  of  the  manufaftu- 
rers  would  on  this  occafion  have  a  more  prevailing  eloquence 
than  attended  their  fpeech  on  a  former  occafion.  It  had  been 
remfirked,  that  In  theological  controveri'y  the  opinions  of 
the  ancient  fathers  of  the  church  were  treated  with  refpelSk 
or  contempt,  according  as  they  happened  to  make  for  or 
againft  the  party ;  and  the  opinions  o£  manufadlurers  on 
political  fubjefts  feemed  to  meet  with  a  fimilar  fate ;  for 
when  they  itiade  for  us,  they  were  highly  extolled;  when 
they  made  againft  us,  they  were  treated  with  ridicule  and 
iieeleft. 

No  man  could  have  a  greater  refpe<3  for  our  manufa<3u- 
rers,  many  of  whom  he  had  long  perfonally  known,  than  he 
had  ;  he  made  no  queftion  they  were  able  to  explain  the 
confiftency  of  their  condu<Sl  on  this  occafion,  compared  with 
the  line  they  foJJowed  when  the  Irlfti  pto^oduotvs  w^t^  >^- 
fore  ParUskoient;  but  to  his  appreher^ou  xYifcxevi^^c-ax^^^ 
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a  fingle  objeftion  to  the  Irifli  propofitions  which  did  not 
apply  with  equal  or  greater  force  to  this  treaty :  he  would 
not  enter  into  the  detail,  but  he  had  read  the  evidence  with 
great  attention  which  the  manufadturers  delivered  at  their 
Lordfliips'  bar,    and  he  was  convinced,  that  all  that  was 
faid  concerning  cheapnefs  of  labour,  price  of  raw  materials, 
light nefs  of  taxation,  exemption  from  duties,  inefEcacy  of 
countervailing  duties,  facility  of  fmuggling,  and  other  points, 
was  as  applicable  to  the  commercial  treaty  as  it  was  to  the 
Irifh  propofitions ;  and  every  one  muft  acknowledge,  that 
the  induftry,    ingenuity,    and  capital  of  France  was  more  . 
dangerous  to.  the'  manufadlures  of  this  country  than  the  iq- 
genuity,  induftry,  and  capital  of  Ireland  could  have  been. 
There  was  one  difference,  he  owned,  between  the  two  coun* 
tries ;  our  maniufaflurers  were  in  poffeflion  of  the  !rilh  mar- 
ket ;  they  could  derive  no  benefit  from  the  Irifh  propofi- 
tions, and  that  was  a  good  reafon  why  they  fhould  run  no 
rifk  ;  they  are  not  in  pofleffion  of  the  French  market,  and 
that  is  a  reafon  why  they  fhould  run  a  rifk  to  obtain  it. 
The  fpeculation    of   pouring  at  firft  a   large   quantity  of 
goods  into  France  was  a  bewitching  fpeculation  of  profit; 
but  it  did  in-  no  degree  whatever  invalidate  the  danger  of 
future  competition  as  eftablifhed  by  their  own  evidence. 

But  leaving  the  confiftency  ^of  the  manufaflurers  to  be    f 
explained  by  themfelves,  it  was  necefTary  that  he  fhould  ex*     ! 
plain  his  own.     He  was  a  friend  to  the  Irifli  propofitions,     I 
and  he  was  an  enemy  to  the  commercial  treaty  —Where  was 
.  the  confiftency  of  conduft  ?  cjearly  in  this,  that  France  and 
Ireland  ftand  in  very  different  relations  to  this  country.   He 
was  a  friend  to  the  Irifh  propofitions,  not  from  a  full  per- 
fuafion  that  the  arrangements  which  they  held  out  would 
not  in  many  inftances  have  interfered  with  the  manufac- 
turing intereft  of  Great  Britain,  buf  from  a  conviflion  that 
H  the  wealth,  ftrength,  dignity,    and  confequence  of  Ireland 
would  primarily  or  ultimately  be  the  wealth,  ftrength,  dig- 
nity, and  confequence  of  Great  Britain.     He  was  an  enemy 
to  this  treaty  from  a  full  perfuafion  fnat  it  would  in  many 
inftances  interfere  with  the  man ufadlu ring  interefts  of  Great 
Britain,  and  Irom  a  caution  that  tlie  wealth  of  France  was 
"^the  poverty  of  Britain,  its  ftrength  our  we'aknefs,  its  dig* 
nity  our  difgrace.     Aggrandize  Ireland  even  at  your  own 
rifk,  ft  ill  it  is  the  empire  which   is  made  rich  and  power- 
ful ;    aggrandize  France  at  the  rifk  of  your  difadvantage, 
and  you  accelerate  the  ruin  of  the  empire. 

The  moft  favourable  argument  for  the  treaty  (though  it 
.  was  an  argument  o?  \\lt\e  toice  'wV^yv  cavxv^-^\^4  ^^rith  the 
unfavourable  political  tetvAetvc^  o^  >l\v^  x.\^^v{^  ^-^^^^Tgwr 
babiiity  of  our  tr^de  W\t\e  ^te^t\^  ^^xaw^^^  -axA^w^ 
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)a'bility  was  thought  to  be  converted  into  a  certainty  by  the 
acquielcence  of  the  manufadhirers.     He  did  not  mean  to 
queftion  the  judgement  of  the  manufadlurers ;  it  was  far 
luperior  to  his  own.     He  did  not  mean  to  fay  that  they  were 
afiuated  by  preferit  prolpedis  of  gain,  and  were  unfoJicitous 
about  future  contingent  dangers  to  the  ftate,  though,  if  that 
was  the  principle  of  their  condudl,  he  thought,  as  manu- 
fefVufcrs,  they   would  be  juftified;  for  it  was  out  of  their 
province  to  become  guardians  of  the  nation^s  welfare  ;  but, 
waving  all  this,  he  would  fubmit  one  argument  to  the  judge- 
tnent  of  the  Houfe,  and  he  trufted  it  would  be  conijdered  as 
an  argument  of  great  weight,  in  as  much  as  jt  was  derived 
from  the  information  of  the  manufa<?lurers  themfelves. 

One  of  the  moft  intelligent  and  every  way  moft  refpeft- 
able  manufafturers  iji  this  kingdom,  delivered  it  as  his  de- 
cided opinion  at  their  Lordmips'  bar,  that  it  was  by  our 
machines,  preiTes,  dies,  and  tools,  that  the  Britifli  manu- 
fafturers  were  enabled  to  bafBe  all  competition  with  foreign 
markets,  notwithflanding  every  difadvantage  of  high  price 
of  labour,  high  taxes,  and  the  other  contingent  burdens, 
under  which  our  manufa(5lures  laboured,  and  that  in  propor- 
tion as  thefe  tools  were  exported  or  copied  into  foreign 
Countries,  our  exports  of  manufadlures  to  thofe  countries 
wopld'  decreafe.  The  Legislature,  in  conformity  to  this 
opinion,  enadled  a  la\y  prohibiting  the  exportation  of  tools: 
now  he  had  it  on  the  very  heft  authority,  that,  notwith- 
ing  this  law,  every  tool  ufed  at  Sheffield,  at  Birmingham, 
and  at  Manchefter,  mighr  be  feen  in  a  public  building  at 
Paris,  where  they  were  depofited  for  the  infpedlion  of  their 
workmen.  The  perfon  from  whom  he  had  this  intelligence 
was  one  of  the  moft  expert  manufafturers  at  Birmingham, 
and  one  of  the  beft  judges  of  tools  in  the  world,  and  he  ac» 
knowledged  with  regret,  that  the  intention  of  the  aft  he 
had  mentioned  was  wholly  fruftrated.  Thus  then  ftands  the 
argument,  in  proportion  as  our  tools  are  copied  into  foreign 
countries  our  exports  to  tho^e  countries  muft  decreafe. 
France  had  our  tools,  the  conclufion  is,  flie  will  not  take 
our  9ianufafturjes.  The  premtfes  were  derived  from  unr 
doubted  teftimony,  and  the  conclufion  was  not  illogical. 

The  value  of  our  irpn  exports  was,  according  to  one  cal- 
culation, a  tenth,  according  to  another,  a  ninth  part  of  tht 
value  of  all  the  other  exports  of  the  country,  and,  it  was 
with  concern  he  mentioned  it,  in  this  manufafbory  of  iron 
the  French  were  ^t  that  moment  ;?iaking  the  greateft  exer- 
tions. They  caft  pig  iron  m  Burgundy,  and  one  pf  our  own 
countrymen,  who  was  related  jto  one  of  tl>e  moft  diftin- 
?uiihed  iron  mafters  in  Englar^d,  was  faid  to  beaflbciated  with 
he  French  in  that  bufinefi.  They  kuON?  YtfW  \0  C9&  cvXwv- 
Vol.  XXII.  I  \%\\ 
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.  ders,  and  to  bore  them  for  fteam  engines,  to  the  full  as  well 
as  we  did.  Their  cutlery  at  Moulins  was  bronght  to  (b 
great  perfe£lion,  that  It. equalled  the  Sheffield  cutlery  m 
.yieatnefs  ^nd  tafte,  and  excelled  in  chfeapnefs;  they  had  large 
cutler  manufadlories,  in  which  they  had  feveral  patterns  not 
known  at  Birmingharii,  and  fomeof  them  more  elegant  than 
any  there.  The  importation  of  our  hardware  into  France, 
which  was  looked  upon  as  one  of  the  mod  favourite  features 
of  the  treaty,  would  not,  he  apprehended,  be  at  prefent  to 
any  great  extent;  it  would  foon  be  nothing;  and  ere  long 
France,  it  was  to  be  feared,  would  import  more  into  this 
country. 

But  it  may  be  thought  (he  had  heard  it  obferved)  that  our 
great  plenty  of  pitcoal  is  of  itfelf  a  circumftance  fo  muchia 
pur  favour  that,  though  the  French  might  have  our  tools, 
and  be  defirous  of  emulating  us  in  all  our  manufactures, 
they  would  not  be  able  to  ftand  a  competition  with  u%  not- 
withftanding  the  cheapnefs  of  their  labour.     This,  he  faid, 
was  an  unfafe  foundation  to  build  on.     No  nation  ever  began 
to  look  for  fuel  under  ground,  till  their  woods  were  gone ; 
and  whoever  had  noticed  the  ftrataof  earth  in  France  to  thofe 
where  coal  was  found  in  England  (for  it  was  not  found  every 
where  with  us ;  he  did  not  know  whether  it  had  ever  been 
found  under  chalk)  could  entertain  no  doubt  of  coal  exifting 
as  plentifully  in  France  as  in  England.     But  if.  this  (hoold 
be  thought  the  mere  reverie  of  a  philofopher,  he  would  fub- 
ftantiate  the  conjedlure  by  an  authority  which  none  of  their 
Lordfhips  who  happened  to  be  acquainted  with  the  works  of 
Mr.  Hallot  would  think  fit  to  deny.     This  gentleman  pub- 
lished, in  the  year  1750,  two  volumes  in  4to  on  mining; 
and  in  the  preface  to  the  firft  volume  he  had  this  obfervation, 
which  he  would  give  their  Lordfliips  in  Englifh,  for  he  had 
not  kept  commerce  enough  with  France  to  fpeak  their  lan- 
guage as  a  Parifian  :— "  We  find  in  almoft  all  the  provinces 
**  of  this  kingdom  mines  of  pitcoal,  the  coal  of  which  is  at 
**  leaft  as  good  as  that  of  England  and  Scotland,  in  favour  of 
V  which  men  were  fo  much  prepoflefled.** — Here  is  a  teftimo- 
py  of  the  moft  unexceptionable  kind,  and  it  is  confirmed  by 
fa6t ;  the  French  ufe  coal  in  the  various  fabrics  which  are 
eftablifhed  in  Normandy,  in  Burgundy,  in  Languedoc,  and 
in  other  places ;  he  believed  they  had  lately  begun  to  char  it, 
and  to  ufe  it  in  that  ftate  in  the  fabrics  at  Paris.     He  had 
been  told  that  their  coal  was  pyritous  andflaty;  it  was  not 
all  fo,  and  that  was  a  fault  Which  would  brobably  mend  as 
they  dug  deepen   ■  They  [mported  from  this  country  about 
12,00Q  chaldron  a-year,  and  the  importation  would  increafe 

till  their  coal-pks  got  eftabVvftveii.  "    "^ 

•    He  had  touched  vipotl  t\v»  ^^L^xVvoti'Sk  ol  >i^st^\^xi^\sv^t. 
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ron  inanufa£tory^  and  as  to  the  glafs  manufa6):ory,  that,  it 
Nzs  allowed  on  all  hands,  muft  be  given  up,  or  the  excife 
taken  off:  German y,  France,  and  Ireland  already  underfold 
us  in  elafs  at  foreign  markets.     He  did  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Marquis  in  thinking  that  our  plate-glafs  would  alone 
4e  in  danger.     They  would  import  common  glafs.     He 
would  give  their  Lordfhips  an  inftance  which  had  come  to 
his  knowledge,  of  the  great  aftivity  of  the  French  in  the 
moft  di£Bcult  part  of  this  manufacture,  in  cutting  glafs. 
They  had  but  very  lately,  within  thefe  two  or  three  years, 
made  any  ferious  attempts  in  this  bufinefs,  and  he  had  feen  a 
cut-glafs  cup,  bought  at  a  retail  ihop  in  Paris,  laft  fummer, 
•for  2S.  I  id.  in  which  the  workmanfliip  was  exceedingly 
good.     One  of  o»r  beft  London  workmen  was  ordered,  by 
one  of  the  firft  cut-glafs  manufacturers  in  the  kingdom,  t6 
cut  a  ftmilar  cup;  he  did  fo ;  and  he  charged  five  {hillings  for 
the  workmanfliip  alone.     What  the  low  price  of  labour  will 
do  in  other  inftances  may  be  gathered  from  what  it  has  don| 
in  this.     It  was  quite  a  miftake  to  fuppofe  that  the  French 
either  wanted  ingenuity  or  induftry.    It  was  not  many  years 
ago  fince  the  Swifs  printed  linens  became  fo  fafliionable  in 
Paris,    that   no  duties   or   prohibition    could    keep    them 
out  of  that  city ;  the  manufacturers  of  printed  linens  in 
Paris  forefaw  the  ruin  of  their  fabric,  unlels  they  exerted 
thcmfelves ;  they  did  exert  themfelves,  and  they  now  employ 
the  poor  people  in  that  brancli,  and  make  as  beautiful  printed 
linens  as  any  in  the  world.     He  could  giv^  many  other  in- 
ftances of  French  enterprife^  and  adlivity ;  but  it  would  be 
needlefs,  no  one  confidered  liberally  and  intelligently  how 
manufadluring  ikill  is  tranferred  by  various  accidents  from 
one  country  to  another,  but  muft  be  alarmed  with  a  ferious 
apprehenfion  even  for  our  home  market.     Our  coarfe  wool- 
lens would  be  fecure,  till  the  French  learnt  how  to  manage 
their  flieep  properly  ;  but  our  fuperfines  would  be  beat  out  of 
our  home  market,  or  our  manufadburers,  inftead  of  a  mixture 
of  Spanifh  and  Englifh  wool,  would  be  obliged  toufe  nothing 
but  opaniih.     He  had  feen  Spanifli  wool  manufactured  in 
England  to  the  amount  of  four  guineas  a  yard,  but  when  our 
cloths  fliould  be  made  as  fine  as  the  French  cloths  are,  they 
-would  be  fold  dearer.     He  thought  not  much  of  their  dies  ; 
he  had  feen  as  good  black  and  as  good  fcarlet  died  in  England 
as  were  ever  died  in  France;  but  it  was  the  hardnefs  of  our 
cloths,  compared  with  the  French  cipths,  which  hindered 
them  from  taking  fo  good  a  die.     Great  quantities  of  wool- 
lens were  fmuggled  into  both  countries  at   14I.  per  cent.; 
.the  duty  of  12  per  cent,  would  prevent  fmuggling;  but  he 
hud  no  great  expectation  that  France  vjovild  he  a  aiucb 
,gT€Bt€S  xnaricet  thaa  it  was  at  pi^feuX  i^i  qui  \i^Q^«^%*    *5X 

1%  ^ 
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the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  our  Woollens  were  prohibited :  the 
French  woollen  manufaftory  was  then  in  its  infancy ;  fincc 
the  year  1760  it  has  been  in  very  high  perfedVion ;  it  feared 
not  now  a  competition  with  the  Englifh  manufaflory  ;  and 
if  there  had  been  the  lead  apprehenfion  for  its  fafcty,  the 
French  niiiiiftry  would  never  have  fuffered  the  importation 
of  our  woollens  upon  fuch  an  eafy  duty ;  they  would  fedu- 
loufly  have  protefted  a  manufaftory  which  had  been  raifed 
at  an  immenfe  expence,  by  government,  for  above  a  century. 
We  had  nothing  to  hope  from  the  extenCon  of  our  woollen 
trade ;  they  might  take  a  few  more  coarfe  goods  from  us,  in 
order  to  mix  them  with  their  own  for  the  American  market, 
and  this,  he  thought,  would  be  a  pra6lice  they  would  follow, 
and  much  to  our  detriment  in  other  articles  beiides  our 
woollens. 

But  it  would  be  endlefs,  he  faid,  to  enter  into  a  detail  of 
all  the  probable  difadvantages  of  this  treaty,  and  he  rather 
wiflied  to  avoid  it,  from  Jcnowing  that  we  could  come  to  no 
certainty  on  the  fubjeft ;  for,  though  it  was  a  fair  mode  of 
arguing  to  oppofe  conjeflure  to  conjeilure,  fpeculative  ad- 
vantages to  fpeculative  advantages ;  though  it  might  be  the 
moft  fatisfaflory  mode  that  the  fubjeil:  would  admit,  yet  it 
was  not  a  mode  he  was  fond  of.  It  was  the  misfortune 
of  this  treaty  that  we  could  know  nothing  of  it  but  from 
experiment,  and  in  making  the  experiment  we  may.be  un- 
done. 

But  there  was  a  difad vantage  in  it  which  he  wiffied  lie 
could  call  fpeculative;  the  lofs  which  the  revenue  would 
fuflain  by  a  diminution  of  the  duties  on  wines,  &c.  He 
would  not  enter  into  any  calculation  on  the  fubjefl,  it  had, 
however,  been  calculated,  he  thought  properly,  to  amount 
to  300,000 1.  a  year.  There  was  but  one  ariicle  in  which, 
from  the  operation  of  the  treaty^  this  fum  could  be  made 
up,  and,  as  he  had  not  heard  it  infifted  on,  his  Majefty*s 
miniftcrswere  welcome  to  the  obfervation,  for  he  had  nothing 
in  view  but  trut;h.  The  calculation  had  proceeded  on  the 
fuppofition  that  no  more  wine  would  be  drunk  when  the 
duties  were  lowered  than  were  drunk  at  prefent. — This  fupi 
pofition  he  thought  erroneous.  He  was  convinced  that  for 
every  two  pipes  of  port  which  fhould  not  be  imported,  three 
pipes  at  leaft  of  claret  would  be  imported,  and  the  additional 
duty  on  that  additional  pipe  would  compehfate  the  lofs  arif- 
ing  from  the  diminution  of  duty  on  the  quantity  now  im- 
ported. This  was  proved  by  what  had  happened  within 
thefe  few  years  in  Ireland.  When  the  Irifli  drank  little  wine 
except  claret,  they  consumed  tv^^it  ^.  xlutd  more  wine  than 
when  their  Portugal  vrnpottauotv  v?;jl%  ^c^'Av^\Vc^ss«:'^\«\^ 
one.     Hq  thought  tbis  couuxt^  cot&mvxv^^  xw^^\«t  xJdvw.^  ^^ 
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twenty  thoufand  tons  of  wine  in  a  year,  homp- brewed  and 
foreign-brewed ;  and,  if  but  half  of  what  was  confumed 
ihould  be  brought  from  France,  half  a  million  of  our  money^ 
or  of  our  roanufaflures,  muft  be  fent  to  pay  for  that  article; 
and  he  thought  they  were  more  likely  to  take  our  money  thaa 
our  manufaSures;  and  he  had  rather  our  money  was  fent  to 
any  nation  in  Europe  than  to  France. 

before  he  fat  down  he  would  take  notice  of  two  arguments 
whicK  were  generally  adduced  in  favour  of  the  treaty. 

It  was  faid  then,  that  as  France  is  fuppofed  to  contaia 
twenty-four  millions  of  people,  and  Britain  not  above  eight 
millions,  we  ihall  open  to  ourfelves  a  market  three  times  as 
great  as  the  French  will  open  to  themfelves;  and  that  this 
was  a  folid  advantage  in  our  favour.  He  had  been  told,  that 
this  was  the  very  argument  by  which  the  French  Miniftry 
endeavoured  to  prove  to  us  fimple  Engliflimen,  the  great 
favour  that  France  was  about  to  do  us,  and  their  LordAiips 
had  juft  heard  it  adopted  by  a  noble  Marquis;  but,  let  it  be 
adopted  by  whom  it  might,  he  could  not  adopt  it;  it  had  a 
fpecious  appearance,  but  no  foundation;  to  give  it  any 
weight,  it  Ihould  be  fhown,  which  had  never  yet  been  done^ 
that  thefe  twenty-four  millions  of  people  had  as  much  occa- 
fion  for  our  commodities  as  we  had  for  theirs,  and  as  much 
money  to  lay  out  in  purchafing  them  as  we  had  to  lay  out 
in  purchafmg  theirs.  It  ihould  be  fliown  that  they  would 
as  certainly  clothe  themfelves  with  our  woollens  and  cottons 
a^  we  (hould  drink  their  wines  and  brandies;  it  was  not  the 
number  of  people,  but  the  number  of  purchafers  that  confti- 
tuted  a  good  market. 

Another  argument  in  favour  of  the  treaty  was  built  on 
a  foundation  ftill  more  unfafe. 

It  was  faid,  that  our  refources  will  be  increafed  by  an  ex- 
tenfion  of  our  commerce  in  fo  high  a  degree,  that,  in  cafe  of 
a  future  rupture,  we  (hall  be  more  able  than  ever  we  were 
to  contend  with  France. 

This  argument  was  of  no  poffible  importance,  unlefs  it 
could  be  Ihown  that  the  refources  of  France  will  not  be  in- 
creafed in  fo  high  a  rate  as  ours  will  be;  and  this  has  not, 
and  perhaps  cannot  be  fliown;  but  without  inquiring  how^ 
from  the  operation  of  the  treaty,  the  300,000  1.  which  he 
before  mentioned  as  a  defalcation  in  the  cufloms,  could  be 
reflored,  without  examining  whether,  after  this  fum  was 
made  xip,  the  additional  increafe  of  our  cuftom,  would  be 
greater  than  the  additional  increafe  of  the  French  cufloms» 
without  difcuflRng  the  probability  of  the  balance  of  our  trad« 
with  France  being  in  our  favour  now,  which  the  lafl  time 
It  was  open  between  the  two  countries  wais  (o  ^toAl^voud^ 
pgaindvs.     Waving  all  the  minulia  of  fpecuVoXvN^  c^cviW 
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tion,  which  nothing  but  the  event  could  ju/lify  on  cither 
fide,  he  thought  there  was  an  argument,  by  which  it  might 
be  fhown  that  this  treaty  would  contribute  to  increafe  the 
refources  of  France  in  a  far  higher  ratio  than  it  would  in- 
creafe our  own  ;  and  the  argument  was  this — Ertgland,  out 
of  her  eight  millions  of  inhabitants,  employs  five  millions 
in  her  manufadlures ;  (it  was  of  no  confcquence  to  his  con- 
clufion  whether  it  was  four  or  five  millions).  By  the  induftry 
and  ingenuity  of  thefe  manufadturers,  fhe  had  not  only  fup- 
plied  her  own  markets,  but  had  conftantly  drawn  from  the 
other   parts  of  the  world  thofe  fums  by  which  flie  had  ac- 
quired her  prefent  wealth  and  ftrength.     When  France  be- 
came a  manufadluring  country,  of  her  twenty-four  millions 
of  inhabitants,  fhe  would  employ  fifteen  millions  in  manu- 
faftures,  and  thus  by  applying  the  fame  means  to  acquire 
health  and  ftrength  that  we  had  done,  Ihe  wouM  acquire    . 
three  times  as  much ;  and  therefore  he  looked  upon  this  trea- 
ty which  incited  the  French  nation  to  become  a  manufac- 
turing nation,  as  contributing  to  increafe  her  refources  in  a 
far  higher  proportion  than  it  would  increafe  our  own,  and, 
on  that  account,  he  thought  it  was  founded  on  a  very  fhort- 
fighted  policy.     Eut  it  might  be  urged,  how  does  the  pre- 
fent treaty  fecond  the  commercial  intention  of  France  ?  Ma- 
ny ways;  it  feconded  the  intentions  of  France  in  opening  to 
her  our  home  market,  which,  was  the  richeft  market  in  Eu- 
rope ;  it  feconded  her  intentions  in  exciting  her  own  people 
to  a  degree  of  induftry  and  ingenuity,  in  order  to  fupport 
their  prefent  fabrics ;  and  thus  was  fhe  fpurred  to  her  pur- 
pofe,  both  by  the   fear  of  lofs,  and  the  profpe£b  of  advan- 
tage: but,  above  all,  it  feconded  her  intentions,  by  ^ving 
her  every  opportunity  fhe  could  wifh  for,  of  acquiring  that 
manufafturing  fkiil,  by  which  we  at  prefent  furpafl^  her 
and  all  the  world. 

This,  he  faid,  was  an  injury  which  we  fhould  certainly 
fuftain ;  and  it  was  an  injury  of  fuch  an  immenfe-  magni- 
tude, that  it  was  not  a  few  hundred  thoufand  pounds  a  year, 
it  was  not  half  a  million,  or  a  whole  million,  or  any  fum 
which  the  moft  fanguine  financier  could  expeft  from  the 
treaty,  in  addition  to  our  cuftoms,  which  could  in  any  de- 
gree compenfate  it.  If  France  fball  ever  cultivate  aianufac- 
tures  and  commerce  in  the  fame  degree  that  we  have  done, 
and  that  we  do,  our  ruin  will  be  inevitable.  There  was  no 
policy  fo  good  as  that  which  would  prevent  her  from  doing 
fo,  none  lb  pernicious  as  that  which  facilitated  her  endea- 
vours, and  ftimuhted  \itx  e^jtertions  in  that  way,  and  this 
treaty  did  both  in  a  vet^  ^Vixrcvxtv^  ^^^\^^» 

He  had  fatigued,  be  taXA,  X.Vv&  v^u^^xc:^  cA  \^^V^^^QSfc\\* 
would  trefpafs  ao  fart\w  x\iw\  to  tv^>  xXvaxV^  ^^  ^^v^ 
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fcious  of  having  endeavoured  to  give  an  undue  weight  to  any. - 
thing  he  had  advanced  ;  many,  many  topics  he  had,,  for  the 
fake  of  brevity,  entirely  omitted ;  he  had  fpoken  his  real  opi- 
nion as  an  honeft  man.  His  fpirit  had  ever  been  too  high  to 
enlift  himfclf  under  the  banners  of  adminiftration,  or  of  any 
oppofition,  he  would  always  follow  the  didlates  of  his  own 
judgement ;  and,  in  cafes  where  his  abilities  would  not  en- 
able him  to  form  a  judgement,  he  would  not  vote.  Aivy 
.other  condufl,  he  thought,  would  bfe  a  profanation  of  the 
holy  habit  which  he  then  wore.  On  the  prefent  occafion, 
his  judgement  was  full,  clear,  decided,  pofjtive  againft  the 
treaty..  If  the  event  of  things  fliould  prove  this  judgement 
to  have  been  erroneous,  he  would  be  the  firft  to  rejoice  at 
his  miftake;  the  firft  to  ridicule,  in  the  future  profperity  of 
iis  country,  the  prefent  imbecility  of  his  reafoning. 

Lord  fValJingham  obferved  that  the  right  reverent  Prelate  L«rd  ^ 
had  himfelf  anl'wered  (his  main  objedlion)  the  argument  of  rtnghan 
the  deficiency  of  300,000!.  in  the  cuftoms,  by  ftating  that  it 
would  be  made  up  by  the  duty  on  French  wines  alone.  That 
being  granted,  itmuft  neceflarily  follow  that  a  large  addition 
of  revenue  muft  refult  from  other  articles  of  imporr.  Lord 
Walfingham  declared  that  the  noble  Marquis  who  opened 
the  debate  went  fo  fully  and  fo  ably  into  the  whole  of  the  ar- 
gument, that  he  had  fuperfeded  the  neceffity  for  him  to  fay 
mucli.  The  noble  Marquis,  however,  having  cleared  the 
ground  for  him,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  ftating  a  few 
nriking  particulars,  which  would,  he  conceived,  fully  eftab- 
li(h,to  thefatisfadlion  of  their  Lordfliips,  the  very  greatadvan- 
tages  which  muft  neceflarily  refult  from  the  whole  of  the 
treaty.  His  Lordfhip  then,  went  through  the  whole  treaty, 
accompanying  what  be  faid,  with  hiftorical  remarks  and  il- 
}afirations. 

Lord  Fortefcue  fupported  the  treaty  as  a  meafure  obvioufly  Lord 
beneficial  to  the  country;  and  in  no  refpe£b  more  fo,  than  in  Forufcu 
its  reftoring  to  Great  Britain  a  large  defcription  of  fubjefls 
who  had  long  been  eftranged  from  it;  and  who  compofed  a 
numerous  body  of  men,  who  had,  for  years  lived  by  carrying 
on  thebufinefs  of  fmuggling,  and  who  having  been  bred  to  the 
fea,  might,  after  the  treaty  was  carried  into  eiFe£t,  earn  their 
living  with  credit  and  fafety  to  themfelves,  and  with  advan- 
tage to  their  country. 

The  Earl  of  HopeteUn  gave  his  reafons  for  fupporting  the  Earl  of 
treaty,  and  aitiong  other  obfervations,  declared,  that  he  hop-  Hopcioi 
ed  the  coniequences '  would  be  lafting  amity  and  friendfliip 
with  France,  whom  he  never  wiftied  Great  Britain  fliould 
have  occafion  to  meet  in  the  field  again,  fword  in  hand.  He 
dedar^,  that  he  fliould  be  ready  to  vote  the  thanks  of  the 
Houfe,  to  Minifters  for  having  made  a  treaty  fo  beneficial  to 
^hek  country. 
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7ifi»imnt  '  Viftount  Stormont  fpoke  againft  the  treaty.  His  Lord(hip 
BtofixKMzt.  aclcJiiced  various  new  arguments.  Adverting  to  the  excellence, 
ingenuity,  and  IkiM  of  our  n^anufaftiires,  he  confefled  that  he 
laboured  under  jan  obvious  difadvantage.  He  fpoke  of  the 
Athenians  to  the  Athenians,  and  undoubtedly  as  the  Houfe 
partfcrpated  in  the  fame  of  Britifli  manufaftur^rs,  they  liked 
to  he.ir  them  praifed.  He  ohferved,  that  as  his  fentimcnts  on 
the  fubje6t  (he  feared)  would  not  meet  the  approbation  of  the 
majority,  he  woufd  flielter  himfelf  under  a  great  name  (that  of 
Lord  Bacon)  who,  in  his  hiftory  of  Henry  VL'.  faid,  that 
Prince  *'  firft  bent  the4>o!icy  of  this  country  from,  profit  to 

r>wcr.**  This  was  a  maxim  he  wifhisd  to  imprefs  on  thcif 
ordihrps*  minds.  If  we  facrificed  to  profit,  and  loft  fight  of 
power,  wemiflook  our  fituation,  and  muft  forego  all  preten- 
tions to-  being  deemed  a  great  nation,  the  holders  of  the  ha. 
lance  of  power  in  Europe!  He  contrafted  our  diara£teriilic 
trith  that  of  Holland.  The  avowed  objedl  of  that  Republic 
was  profit  foldy.  We  fhould  be  fenfelefs  ideots  if  we  airtied 
at  fo  bafe  and  fo  abjeft  an  attainment.  His  Lordfhip  faid, 
that  he  would  fpeak  to  the  treaty  in  its  two  different  points  of 
view,  as  a  comowrcial  treaty,  and  as  a  treaty  of  navigation; 
and  firft  to  ri>e  commercial  objefts.  He  ufged  a  variety  of 
reafons  why  he  thought  the  advantages  precarious  and  doubt* 
ful.  With  regard  to  the  cotton  manufadlbry,  he  ftated,  that 
there  were  already  two  of  Arkwright's  machines  crefled  near 
Rouen.  There  was  little  doubt,  therefore,  but  the  French 
might  \n  a  fhort  time  rival  us  in  that  manufa£lure  of  which 
we  now  thought  fo  much.  In  regard  to  the  tendency  of  the 
treaty  in  refpeft  to  our  riavigation,  he  pointed  out  the  40th 
article  (that  refpeSing  ihe  neutral  code)  as  particularly  and 
highly  objeilionaWe.  He  aJfo  mentioned  .the  articles  allow* 
ing  tlie  carrying  of  (hip's  mafts,  yards,  &c.  Sccas  likely  to 
cripple  this  natron  confiderably  in  time  of  future  war.  After 
gomg  through  the  treaty  he  turned  his  argument  from  the 
mealure  to  the  conduft  of  the  Minlfter.  When  he  firft  came 
into  office  (he  faid)  theeyes  of  all  Europe  had  been  upon  him. 
Public  expe6tation  was  greatly  excited,  becaufe  his  early  dif- 
play  of  uncommon  talents  gave  mankind  to  look  for  much  in- 
deed. It  was  natural  to  regard  young  men,  whofe  firft  outfet 
in  life  had  been  fplendid,  as  objedts  of  confiderable  expeda? 
tion.  This  was  the  cafe  with  refpeft  to  the  prefent  Minifter. 
All  the  world  had  heard  of  his  extraordinary  hurfting  forth 
into  a  political  fituation,  rarely  intrufted  in  the  hands  of 
youth,  and  all  the  world  hoped  that  the  fruit  would  hare 
.  proved  efjual  to  the  promife  of  the  bloflbm.  What  was  the 
refult?  Inquire  in  nnv  foreign  court,  and  the  anfwer  would 
ie,  the  Minifter  ofEng\;xnA  \^ ewx.^T*\w^ Into  a  clofe  alliance 
yvuh  France;  wUU  Itanc^^  vV.^  vi;xX.\3.x^ ra A^  xXsa ^\\^\^\^\.Ss5fc 
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to  the  greatnfefs  of  this  country,  who  amidft  fllufltiating  ad- 
mi  niftrat  ions,  had  diilingiiifhed  herfelf  by  uniformity  6f 
CQunfels,  and  uniformity  of  enmity  to  Great  Britain !  Let 
noUe  Lords  weigh  the  words,  and  they  v^ould  be  judges,  what 
all  Europe  thought  of  the  Britifh  Minifter.  His  Lordihip 
followed  thefe  with  a  variety  of  other  arguments  againft  the 
treaty,  and  indancedthe  fortifications  at  Cherbourg,  and  the 
treaty  of  France  with  America  and  with  Ruffia,  as  (what  hei 
termed)  not  very  ftriking  indications  of  the  iincerity  of  friend- 
ly profeffions  towards  this  country. 

Lord  Hawkcjbury  begged  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  for  :i  ,  ^ 
few  obfervations  on  what  had  fallen  from  the  different  noblfe  ^^^ 
Lords,  who  had  fpoken  in  the  debate.  He  began  by  taking  no- 
tice  of  Vifcount  Stormont's  quotation  from  Lord  Bacon,  re- 
lative to  Henry  the  Seventh,  and  faid  that  he  was  at  a  lofs  to 
imagine  where  he  was  to  look  for  any  traces  of  the  trade  of 
this  country  before  the  time  of  Henry  the  Seventh;  for 
though  that  Prince  laid  the  foundation  for  the  future  com- 
merce of  the  country  by  removing  diflBculties,  which  had  till 
then  oppofed  themfelves  in  the  way  of  trade,  we  certainly  had 
no  commerce  prior  to  the  time  of  Henry  VII :  for  fo  far  from 
it,  that  we,  in  that  reign,  even  fent  our  own  wool  to  Flanders 
to  be  workedand  rpanufaftured.  In  reply  to  what  Vifcount  Stor-* 
mont  hadfaid  of  the  Minifler,  as  fpoken  of  in  foreign  courts,  he 
declared  he  knew  not  fo  much  about  foreign  courts  as  the  no- 
ble Vifcount,  nor  of  what  was  faid  of  the  Minifler  abroad;  but 
what  he  confidered  as  better,  he  knew  what  was  faid  of  him  at 
home.  At  home  he  was  almoft  univerfally  revered  and  ad- 
mired as  a  young  Minifler,  who,  in  three  years  did  more  for 
his  country  than  had  almofl  ever  been  known;  he  had  raifed 
taxes  on  the  fubjeft,  not  onljr  fufficient  to  provide  fully  for 
the  juft  demands  of  the  public  creditor,  but  alfo  a  furplus 
large  enough  to  appropriate  a  million  annually,  to  be  irivar- 
riably  applied  to  the  diminution  of  the  national  debt,  and  be 
was  now  employed  in  the  confolidation  and  fimplifying  of  all 
the  duties  of  the  cufloms  and  excife,  to  the  great  eafe  and  ac- 
commodation of  the  merchant  and  to  the  certain  increafe  and 
fecurity  of  the  public  revenue.  The  treaty  did  not  deprive 
us  of  the  opportunity  of  making  any  alliances  whatever;  it 
did  not  prevent  us  from  entering  into  other  treaties;  it  merely 
promifed  a  moftufeful  extention  of  our  trade,  by  enabling  our 
manufafturers  to  carry  their  manufaftures  to  the  market  of 
France.  He  reminded  the  Committee  that  France,  from  her 
fituation,  being  bounded  by  Spain,  by  Italy,  by  Germany, 
and  by  Flanders,  promifed  to  prove  the  medium  of  extending 
pur  commodities,  and  our  manufaflure,  to  almoft  all  the  Eu- 
ropean world.  He  inftanced  the  cafe  of  Flanders,  the  balance 
of  trade  with  which  had  been  ftated  the  preceding  day  by,  the 
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Bifliop  of  Landaff  to  amount  to  8o6,oool.  He  alked  if  no- 
ble Lords  thought  the  confumption  of  Flanders  was  equal  to 
that  amount?  Certainly  not.  The  largenefs  of  the  fum  was 
Owing  to  the  different  countries  to  which  our  manufaftures 
found  their  way  through  Flanders.  He  fnentioned  the  high 
duties  which  had,  till  lately,  been  impofed  upon  our  manufac- 
.  tures  in  almoft  every  country  in  Europe,  as  if  the  nations  of  • 
that  quarter  of  the  globe  had  entered  into  a  combination  to 
defeat  our  deriving  that  advantage  from  the  rnduftry  and  in- 
genuity of  our  manufadurers,  whrch  we  had  a  right  to  ex-* 
peft.  He  folFawed  thefe  arguments  with  others  of  a  fimilar 
nature,  and  replied  to  feveral  parts  of  the  Bifhop  of  Landafi^'s 
fpeech,  and  to  what  Lord  Stormont  had  faid,  upon  the  40th 
Article  and  uponfuch  parts  of  the  treaty  as  related  to  the  na- 
vigation of  the  country. 
he  Mar-  The  Marquis  of  Lanfdotvn  rofe  n^t,  :Jnd  faid,  iliy  Lords, 
"\j*^^  the  words  of  the  preliminaries  bind  to  nothirie:,  as  they  eof 
Only  to  n^me  Cotnmmioners  to  mquire  into  the  Itate  ot  the 
comrtjerte  between  the  two  nations,  in  ordet  to  agree  upon 
new  arrangements,  upon  the  footing  of  reciprocity  and  mu- 
tual convenience.  They  point  at  nothing  in  particular,  and 
confequently  any  thing  or  nothing  might  have  befen  built 
upon  thiem.  But  he  had  no  hefitation  to  fay  that  he  had  a( 
farther  view  In  them ;  and  that  view  went  to  the  full  extent 
of  the  principles  contained  in  the  prefent  treaty,  and  per- 
haps fartiifer.  They  were  principles  upon  which  his  mind 
had  been  long  ihade  upjj  and,  fo  far  as  regarded  himfelf,  he 
was  entirely  ready  to  have  parried  them  into  execution,  anJ 
to  have  flood  againft  any  coiifequences  that  might  have  en- 
fuect.  But  he  felt  a  deference  due  to  the  Public  at  large,  and 
particularly  to  Parliament,  who  had  been  in  the  habit  from 
the  moft  antient  times  of  advifing  the  Crown  in  matters 
of  commerce,  and  who,  in  right  reafon,  were  entitled  to  it. 
There  was  a  found  and  evident  diflinftion  between  treaties  o( 
a  mere  political  nature  and  treaties  of  commerce.  The  one 
rtquired  fecrefy,  and  a  knowledge  of  many  particulars,  which 
might  be  confined  to  Minifiers  and  Cabinets;  the  other  was 
a  matter  of  a  more  general  concern,  and  in  which  the  people 
at  large  were  commonly,  at  leaft  in  Englanfi,  more  inftrufi- 
ed  than  Minifters.  Jie  was  llkewife  apprehenfive  that  it 
might  have  been  attempting  too  much  at  a  tinie,  and  emhafk- 
ing  too  much  on  board  the  fame  veflel ;  and  he  rejoiced  that 
he  had  done  fo,  when  he  refleded  what  might  have  been 
the  fate,  confidering  the  angry  difpofition  of  the  moment 
when  the  preliminaries  came  under  confideration  ;  when  pfe^ 
judiCes  might  have  been  excited,  and  the,beft  commercial 
plansy  that  could  have  beet\  AeVvfe^,  Siefe-aXt,^*  ^^^fex\ivefe 
reafonsp  thought  it  better  lo  be  cou\.ei\\.\alQ^  ^^feft^^^-A. 
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who  would  miglit  reap,  having  the  precaution  to  leave  them 
as  little  hampered  ^s  poffible ;  ever  ready  to  pride  himfelf 
upon  having' done  fo,  and  acknowledging  that  he  had  had 
feveral  confidential  converfations  with  the  French  Minifter 
upon  the  fubjedt.  But  he  thought  it  more  wife  to  have  it 
ready  to  be  proceeded  upon  by  any  future  Government,  fa- 
ti&fied  with  having  put  it  into  Ibch  a  train;  and  that,  if  the  - 
jcompletion  and  execution  of  the  meafure  fell  into  any  de- 
cent hands,  it  could  not  pbffibly  fa-il  of  being  fuccetsfully 
perfected.  He -declared  therefore  that  the  treaty  had  his  en- 
tire approbation  as  to  its  general  principles  .of  iaterchange  of 
commodities  and  low  duties. 

His  Lordfhip  now  proceeding  to  the  principal  fubjeft  of 
confideration,  obferved  that  the  prefent  queftion  turned  upon 
two  capital  points;  ift,  Is  the  old  commercial  fyftem  to  be 
changed  as  totally  erroneous?  zd^  Should  Frjmce,  for  any- 
political  teafon,  make  an  exception  in  this  change  ?  There 
were,  befides,  a  variety  of  queftions  infinitely  important; 
fome  of  whiph  he  fhould  take  notice  .of;  hat  which  certainly 
might  be  omitttQ^l  or  rejcded  ,uader  titefe  two  great  funda- 
itientals. 

The  firfl  fundamental  queftion,  whether  the  old  fyftem  is 
erroneous,  required  very  little  difcujEon.  In  fa£ky  truth  had 
made  its  own  way.  Commerce,  like  other  fciences,  had  fun- 
piified  itfelf.  There-  was  no  icieaces  that  had  not  done  fo, 
A  right  reverend  Prelate  had  faid  that  our  commercial  fyftem 
required  no  alteration,  whi^h,  with  great  fubmiflion,  he 
thought  could  not  be  faid  of  aay  thing;  and,  if  the  queftion 
was  put  to  him,  he  believed  he  would  npt  fay  it  of  the  church. 
It  was  unneceflary  t-o  define  the  progrefs  of  the  change.  A 
great  Minifter  in  Holland  firft  opened  the  eyes  of  modern 
Europe  upon  commercial  fobjedls.  Men  of  letters  in  diffe- 
rent countries  contributed -their  aid  to  develOpe  and  extend 
the  principles  of  free  trade.  Minifters  of  the  firft  eminence 
in  a  neighbouring  country  adopted  and  pufhed  them  ftill  far- 
ther, more  or  leis  as  fuited  their  different  views  of  confider- 
ing  the  fubjeS.  The  old  calculation,  fo  much  dwelt  upou 
by  the  right  reverend  Prelate,  gradually  became  exploded  ; 
and  the  idea  of  eftimating  the  balance  of  each  trade  was 
given  up.  An  ingenious  modern  author  had  naade  the  idea 
perfectly  ridiculous,  by  balancing  the  fums  ftated  by  Mr. 
Necker  arKi  Mr.  Grenville,  againft  the  mines  of  Mexico  and 
Peru.  But  at  this  moment  what  reduced  itto  a  mathemati- 
cal certainty,  was  the  experience  of  the  laft  wai:with  Ame- 
rica, the  inlurance  on  fmuggling,  and  the  fentiments  of  the 
(nanufa£turers. 

It  was  a  proud  thing  to  fee  the  nianufadturers  of  this  coun- 
firjT,  (and  gave  a  moft  immenfe  idea  oi  xYv^U^'ift  "wii^  N^^-ic5sw 
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-  of  Britain)  when  they  agreed  to  rj&  the  home  m^grket,  (tfiat 
ready-money  market  which  they  fo  mucli  dwelt  upoa  about 
the  Irilh  propbfitions)  and  go  from  home,  and  venture  to  the 
coming  perhaps  with  one-eighth  of  the  advantages  of  many 
commercial  countries  of  Europe.  As  to  what  had  been  faid 
about  the  fathers  of  the  church,  who,  like  the  manufac- 
turers, were  fuppofed  to  be  good  or  bad  authorities,  as  they 
favoured  or  oppofed  the  fentimerits  of  tho(e  who  quoted  them^ 
he  conceived  the  cafe  admitted  a  fhoirt  and  clear  difiin&iooy 
which  afcertairied,  beyond  a  doubt,  where  manufaftarers 
were  to  be  trufted,  ari<^  where  they  w/5re  not.  When  they 
came  about  a  home  markejt,  they  were  objecS^s  of  jealoufy 
and  control.  When  ajbouj  the  freedom  of  a  iforeign  market, 
and  opening  a  trade,  or  extingjuifhing  prohibitions  and  high 
duties,  they  were  objeSs  of  proteftibn  and  unlimited  con£« 
dence,  with  the  exception  of  particular  men  looking  at  pair* 
ticular  objefls.  As  to  the  difference  between  their  language 
refpedling  the  Irifli  propofitions  and  the  French  treaty,  he 
accounted  for  it  clearly  thus ;  that  it  was  not  worth  theijr 
while  to  rifk  their  home  market  for  the  fupply  of  two  mil* 
lions  and  a  half  of  the  people,  great  part  of  which  they  ha(d 
already  fupplied  legally ;  whereas  the  cafe  is  otberwiferefpefl- 
ing  twenty  millions,  a  friiall  part  of  whoih  they  fupply  onW 
jUegally.  ^ 

Alright  reverend  Prela,te hr.cj,  he  obferved,  talked  of  ha- 
ving the  honour  to  know  feveral  manufaiSturers  ;  he  would  . 
not  talk  in  that  ftyle,  becaufe  he  was  not  the  man  to  flatter  . 
any  body  of  manufaifturers,  or  to  court  them  for  the  fake  of 
popularity,  or  any  fuch  id^e  purpofe ;  he  defpifed  the  idea; 
but  at  the  fame  time  he  was  ready  to  dojuftice  to  the  manu^ 
fafturers  of  the  kingdom ;  to  acknowledge  that  they  were  in- 
genious and  intelligent  men,  and  to  do  what  it  behoved  every 
one  of  their  Lbrdfhips  to  do,  toconverfe  with  them  freely, 
and  by  that  means  the  better  to  enable  Jthemfelves  to  do  theit 
duty  in  that'Houfe.  '  The  manufaflurers,  he  faid,  wbuld  na« 
turaUy  conie  to  them,  inftead  of  its  being  necfeflary  for  them 
to  go  in  fearch  of  the  manufadlurers ;  and  the  reafon  was  ob- 
vious they  would  come  for  their  own  purpofes ;  their  intereft 
would  oblige  them  to  do  foy  and  much  good  would  neceflarily 
refult  from  the  coriimunication.'  When  Jie  looked  at  the 
commercia,!  treaty,  he  faid  he  was  proud  of  the  c6ndu£l  oiF 
the  manufafturers ;  a  conduct  which  their  filence  teflified  fo 
greatly  to  their  creditj  and  fo  highly  to  their  honour.'  "The 
body  of  Englifli  rnanufa6turers  had  proved  themfelves  to  be 
men  of  fenfe  and  imderftandlng,  men  of  enlightened  tninds^ 
whofaw  the  treaty  in  its  trueVv^V.\  ra^u  ^Vio  were  upon  a 

footing  with  even  tlie  French Ma\\\^^x%>  ^w^Vxvsw  \^^A\\^ 
tendency'  of  the  treaty  21^  \\d\  a^  vV^^  ^v^*    ^^'^  ^"^"^ 
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:  repeated  it)  might  be  proud,  nay,  he  would  go  farther, 

its  country  might  be  proud,  that  hqr  manufacturers  in  a 

ody  came  down  ftom  their  ftrong  holds,  fenced  in  as  they 

^ere  by  prohibitions,  and  mixed  with  the  world  2  in  that 

hey  refembled  the  condudl:  of  a  defpotic  prince,  who,  being 

ibove  narrow  prejudices,  dilbands  his  army,    difmiifes  his 

jarrifon,  quits  his  fortification,  comes  down  from  his  throne, 

ind  walks  into  Council,  placing  himfelf  on  a  footing  with  > 

the  Council  Board,  and  trufts  entirely  to  the  powers  of  fair 

reafon  and  argument,  rather  than  to  the  dread  of  hi^  ftretigth. 

In  like  manner,  the  manufacturers,  feated  as  they  had  beea 

on  the  throne  of  monopoly,  had  generoufly  defcended  from 

it;  and  feeing  the  true  policy  of  the  meafure,  confented 

without  a  murmur  to  give  up  all  their  prohibitions,  to  meet 

the  foreign  manufacturer  in  his  own  market,  to  travel  abroad 

with  their  manufactures,  and  to  bring  home  wealth  in  one 

band,  and  rev^pu.e  in  the  other. 

So  much  for  the  firft  fundamental  point.  The  fccond  will 
(Scarcely  take  up  more  time  than  the  former. 

The  fecond  fundamental  point  is,  whether  or  not  is  France 
3to  make  an  exception  to  our  change  of  fyftem  for  any  poli- 
tical reafons?  The  affertions  infupportof  this,  he  faid,  ap- 
peared the  moft  extraordinary  poffible,  and  were,  he  con- 
ceived, totally  without  reafon.     As, 

Firft,  Tliat  France  had  always  been  inimical.  For,  fearch 
iiftory,  and  there  could  be  nothing  lefs  founded.  Old  times 
,W€re  not  worth  recurring  to;  they  contained  feuds  and  con- 
tinental wars  for  French  provinces,  none  of  them  Britifli  or 
infular ;  in  faCt,  wars  of  the  Dukes  of  Aquitaine  and  Nor- 
ptandy  againft  their  fuperibrs  and  vaflals,  and  not  the  wars 
of  our  proper  King.  The  fituation  of  things  might  be 
faid  to  expire  with  the  delivery  of  Calais  in  Queen  Mary's 
time.  What  happened  afterwards  ?  Queen  Elizabeth,  a  mo- 
del of  wifdom,  always  valued  the  French  alliance  as  much 
as  the  French  ^id  hers.  The  Stuarts  fucceeded,  who  go  for 
nothing,  though  perhaps  unjuftly  charged  with  too  much  at- 
tachment to  France ;  for  if  Charles  and  his  Queen  had  at- 
tended a  little  more  to  Cardinal  Richelieu,  and  James  the 
jSecond.  a  little  more  to  Louis  the  Fourteenth,  we  might 
have  been  without  our  prefent  conftitution.  After  Queen 
Elizabeth,  the'next  inftance  was  Cromwell;  no  Frenchman 
purely,  and  yet,  like  Queen  Elizabeth,  in  alliance  with  France, 
In  more  modern  times,  a  very  different  perfon  from  either 
<Queen  Elizabeth  or  Cromwell,  namely,  Sir  Robert  Wal- 
jpole,  during  his  long  adminiftration,  maintained  a  conftant 
good  underitanding  with  France.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
ma/l  be  aJIoweii,  that  King  William  adopted  a  \eT^  fivS^t^wX. 
y/icm;  but  as  there  may  be  fpots  evea  m  t\\e  1\3liv>  V\x>\  -sJ^ 
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pofllble  admiration  of  King  William,  it-  muft  alfo  be  allo»- 
edthat  his  foreign  politics,  did  not  make  the  brighteft  partrf 
his  chara(Sler  as  an  Englifti  King,     His  Gonduft  was  goverih 
ed  by  perfonal  averfion  to  Louis  the  Fourteenth,  and  eari[, 
3nd  perhaps  juftly,  imbibed  prejudices,  if  they  can  be  called 
(o.     But  it  mult  be  fairly  urged  in  his  defence,  that  he  at 
4his  day  would  not  probably  adopt  the  fame  line  of  politia. 
France  is  not  the  fame  France,  Europe  is  not  the  fame  Eu- 
rope.    In  fa6l,  they  are  as  different  from  each  otiieras  Loulf 
the  Sixteenth  is  from  Louis  the  Fourteenth.     The  one  was 
a  lover  of  glory,  the  other  of  juftice;  the  one  is  mild,  the 
other  ambitious ;  the  one  fought  foreign  conqueft,  the  other  jj 
to  improve,  and  render  his  people  more  virtuous;  and  the  one 
difturbed  the  peace  of  Europe,  as  much  as  the  other  wiflies 
to  compofe  it.     But  befides  this,  whoever   has  travelled  in 
France,  knows  tiiat  its  public  opinion,  (which  happily  go- 
verns at  prefent  in  all  enlightened  countries)  is  totally  chan* 
ged.     A  fpirit  of  individual,  as  well  as  general  independence, 
prevails;  the  rage  of  ferving  in  armies  is  abated  ;  men  enjoy 
consideration,  independent  of  the  Court  or  of  the  Minifter, 
perhaps  greater  than  either  can  confer.;  fundamental  prini- 
ciples  are  eftabliftied,  which  pervade  every  country,  and  rife    I 
from    the  natural  rights  of  man,  without  regard  to  psA  or 
prefent  governments,  and  which  men  have  a  rig]>t  to  claim 
aiKl  infift  upon  in  all  climates  and  in  all  fituations;  and 
above  all,  that  abominable  abfurdity  of  going  to  war,  for  ' 
the  fake  of  Court  caprices,  or  any  additional  territory  or 
trade,  becomes  every  day  mor«  and  more  exploded.     Thii    ^ 
may  ferv«  to  refute  thofe,  who  maintain  that  Fratice  has  al-   \ 
ways  been,  or  is  likely  to  be,  hoftile  to  this  country. 

The  fecond  affertion  under  this  head,  (to  prove  that  Franc* 
fliould  make  an  exception  in  our  commercial  changes)  is, 
^hat  France  has  always  purfued  an  uniform  plan.     With  all 
pofllble  juftice  to  the  French  charafier,  he  could  not  find 
more  uniformity  in  their  chara£ler  than  that  of  moft  other 
«     nations,  much  kfs  any  continued  fyilem  againft  Ei^land^ 
Marechal  Tenquieres,  in  one  ihort  chapter,  (news  that  thqe 
was  no  great  fyftem  in  all  the  wars  of  Louis  the  Fourteenth* 
Marechal  Berwick  fliews,  that  there  was  no  great  difpofi- 
tion  in  Louis  the  Fourteenth's  time,  and  ftill  lefs  in  the  Re- 
gent's, to  take  advantage  of  very  favourable  moments  to 
diftracl  this  country.     Marechal  Villers  confirms  the  fane* 
As  for  the  war  of  1741,  it  is  very  well  known  that  it  wai 
the  fenfelefs  oppofition   of  that  time  that  brought  Sir  Ro- 
hert  Walpole  into  it  againft  his  own  conviftion;  and  Ca^ 
jdinal   Fleury,  t\\o\ig\\  \ie  c^n-B^vxvVj  i^c^W^d  Lord  Walde- 
grave,  was  heartWy  foiT^  ^ox\idtv^ci\X\^^v^^^Vi^'M^Ti|' 
jpear«  by  all  the  AVf  p;xX.dve^*     Kxv^  ^^^^^  \ioa\.^^\^^Wn,^ 
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rft  in  1754^  he  was  fatisEed  froni  the  principal  perfonsnow 
ead ;  and  Cardinal  Berni,  whole   magnificence  and  liberal 
(lanner  of  living  now  at  Rome  makes  him  equally  acceffible 
oEnglifti  as  well  as  French,  would  confirm  it  to  any  one 
rferring  to  him,  that  there  was  no  plan  in  France;  and 
iheir  not  being  prepared  to  meet  us,  made  it  evident.     As 
;0  the  laft  war,  it  was  too  recent  to  go  into  it,  as  it  would 
natnrally  lead  to  perfonality,  which  he  would  wifli  to  avoid; 
but   it  might  be  faid,  that  flefh  and  blood  could  fcarcely 
withftaftd  it,  after  the  flefeat  of  General  Burgoyne,  confi- 
dering^the  old   commercial  prejudices.      So  much  for  the 
French  uniformity  of  Counfels,  and  their  conftant  deep-laid 
fcheme  of  deftroying  this  country ;  which  is  made  the  fe- 
Gond  objeftion  for  excluding  France  from  a  more  open  com- 
mercial intercourfe. 

Another  and  third  aflertion  is,  that  France  is  our  natural 
(enemy,  and  never  can  be  other  wife.  In  the  firft  place,  they 
have  no  long  frontier ;  they  have  no  claim  upon  us ;  and,  if 
we  have  a  natural  enemy,  it  is  only  the 'unhappy  Prince 
abi^oad.  But,  in  faft,  there  is  no  fuch  thing  as  a  natural 
enehiy,  except  the  power  that  keeps  300,000  men  with  a 
vieW  toconqueft,  and  not  as  a  principle  of  defence.  Thefe 
are  the  enemies  of  mankind,  and  merit  all  Europe  to  join 
againfl  them.  Let  nations  aggrandife  themfelres  as  much  as 
they  will,  fo  as  they  do  it  not  by  grenadiers.  This  coun- 
try of  all  others  is  made  to  be  the  model  of  good  policy  of 
every  ftate  in  Europe,  to  originate  peace,  and  to  inculcate 
the  principles  of  peace.  It  is  ridiculous  to  talk  of  holdiiig 
the  balance,  and  in  the  fame  breath  to  throw  ourfelves  a  dead 
weight  into  one  of  the  fcales ;  and  it  can  never  be  other- 
wife.  If  to-morrow  the  imperial  Courts  and  Pruflia  fliould 
join  to  give  laws  to  govern  Europe,  will  any  man  fay  that 
the  liberty  of  Europe  would  not  depend  on  the  junftion  of 
France  and  England }  But  the  cafe  has  adlually  happened. 
The  fcandalous  partition  of  Poland,  which,  if  kingdoms 
are  to  be  judged  liereafter  like  man,  one  would  think  muft 
meet  with  condign  punilhment,  to  what  was  it  owing  ?  to 
this  very  prejudice.  And  there  was  nothing  gave  him  more 
concern  tjian  this,  when  he  went  out  from  being  Secretary 
of  State  in  1769;  it  being  his  full  intention  at  that  time  to 
have  propofed  to  the  King  of  Frandir  a  confidential  as 
well  as  an  open  connexion  with  Great  Britain,  to  have  pre- 
vented that  reproach  to  Europe. 

It  is  a  fourth  aflertion  againft  the  commercial  treaty,  that 
it  is  a  fubmiflion  to  France.  God  forbid  he  fliould  be  to 
fubmit  or  lower  his  country  for  a  moment  to  France  or  any 
kingdom.  He  of  all  men  could  not  be  fubjeft  to  fuch  a 
tendency.    His  condu£t  about  Cgrfica  f\i&cWivt\^  W\wc^\ 
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tTie  contrary.  He  allowed  alfo,  that  taking  the  rudder  of 
from  a  ihip  of  war  at  Faulkland's  ifland  by  the  Spaniards, 
/hould  have  been  taken  up  in  a  higher  liiie.  As  to  Cher- 
bourg, he  thought  that  reprefentations  ought  to  have  ben 
made  with  regard  to  the  works  going  on  there;  and  that  it 
might  have  been  done  in  prudent,  wife,  and  proper  terms. 
In  his  own  experience,  where  he  had  found  one  reprefenti- 
tlon  fucceed  on  the  ground  of  right,  he  had  found  many 
fucceed  on  the  ground  of  good  fenfe  and  common  intereft. 
He  inftanced  what  had  puffed  about  fortifications  on  Turks 
Ifland ;  and  on  the  other  fide  about  Corfica,  which  he  hod 
every  hope  would  liave  fucceeded,  and  in  the  very  laft  treaty 
of  peace  about  Dunkirk*  The  fame  rcafoning  might  very 
.properly  be  applied  to  Cherbourg,  as  well  as  ftill  more 
powerful  reafoning,  applicable  to  the  general  views  of  France, 
which  might  very  clearly  prove,  that  this  at  leaft  was  not  a 
well-chofen  time  for  fuch  an  undertaking.  But  one  langjiagc 
was  proper  for  one  time,  and  another  for  another.  And  was 
it  not  probable  that  any  remonftrances  would  be  attended  to 
much  more  after  a  commercial  treaty  than  before  ?  Not  only 
in  France,  but  throughout  Europe,  when  we  had  the  field 
before  us,  and  the  cards  to  play,  without  making  the  difco- 
very  of  fo  capital  a  datum  as  a  conftant  enmity  to  France? 

So  much  for  the  two  grand  fundamentals ;  now  for  lefler, 
though  important,  confiderations. 

Firrt,  it  may  be  faid  that  more  might  have  been  obtained. 
It  is  the  moft  difficult  point  poffible  to  afcertain  this  in  any 
negociation.  Every  body  has  their  own  ideas,  their  own 
methods  of  carrying  on  a  negociation ;.  which  might  have 
been  right,  or  more  or  lefs  fuccefsful,  according  to  circum- 
ftances.  He  was  free  to  own,  tliat  what  floated  in  his  mind 
was  fomething  of  this  fort ;  to  have  admitted  article  for  ar- 
ticle, all  manufadlures,  where  the  firil  materials  were  equal- 
ly attainable,  any  momentary  fuperiority  under  fuch  circum- 
ftances  being  of  no  account  in  negociation.  Some  unrtci- 
procal  articles  remained  on  both  fides;  wine,  brandy,  vine- 
gar, andoil,  on  the  fideof  France;  coals,  lead,  and  tin, on 
ours.  Theirs  are  luxuries,  which  we  can  get  elfewhcre; 
ours  are  necefl'arie^  which  tliey  cannot  get  elfewhere  to 
equal  advantage;  \C*^had  confequently  a  right  to  expeft  an 
equivalent  for  both.  There  was,  befides,  the  political  ten- 
dency of  the  treaty,  in  doing  away  prejudices,  &c.  which 
manifeftly  in  the  end  tends  to  double  the  force  of  France^ 
by  putting  her  at  eafe ;  compenfation  therefore  was  due  for 
three  points ;  and  he  frankly  owned,  what  occurred  in  luJ 
mind  was,  firft,  to  ^et  feme  TJiAN-^vta^e  in  point  of  naviga- 
tion, and  to  have  \'a\A  tovxve\\\\w^  oS.  \^\^  lw\.Xss^Jt»«st*.ui 
proportion  as  Nve  gwe  ^o\x\;5^wft^  ^o^s^xssxjSk^^^a^^^ 
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Secondly,  fomething  might  have  been  decided  in  the  cafe       ' 
of  India;  for  which  a  great  deal  might  ha^e  been  faid  in  a  , 
reafonable  way,  which  h^  fhoiild 'not  then  enter  into,  nor  go     -> 
at  prefent  farther,*  than  to  fAy,  that  he  heard,  with  great 
concern,  that  a  treaty  had  l>6^i  fo  far  advanced,  as  to  have 
been  fettled  on  our  fide,  and  happily  rejedlcd  through  loine 
private  intereft  of  theirs,  which  niih'tated  againft  every  prin* 
ciple  of  politics,  commerce,  and  finance,  without  obtaining 
onfe  advantage  to  this  country  in  lieu,  and  which  feemed  cal- 
culated to  overturn  the  whole  policy  upon  which  the  prelimi- 
nary articles  Were  calculated.     But  whether  thefe  ideas  were , 
right,  being  the  floatings  of  his  own  private  mind,   or  whe- 
ther they  were  attainable,  it  was  impbflible  to  fay.    He  liked 
the  expreffion  of  the  Duke  of  Marlborough,  who  faid,  when  * 
he  heard  perfons  finding  fault,  "  I  find  many  very  ready  to 
"  fay  what  I  ought  to  have  done  wlien  a  battle  is  over ;  but  I" 
**  wifli  fome  of  thefe  perfons  would  come  and  tell  roe  what  1 
**  ought  to  do  before  the  battle."  Befides,  the  fun6tion  of  Par- 
liament went  to  confiderthe  main  point;  and  not  the  more 
or  the  lefs,  which  muft  depend  upon  hazard  ;  and  was  rather 
a'  fubjeft  of  private  confideration,  and  of  fpeculation  out  of 
doors,  than  of  parliamentary  cognifanCe. 

There  was  a  third  query   refpeding  Portugal,  to  which 
the  anlwer  appeared,  bethought,  very  fimple.     That  under 
this  treaty  we  had  no  difagreements,  full  fcope  being  left  td  , 
fulfil  the  very  letter  of  all  the  engagements  we  had  with  Por- 
tugal.    Thefe  abufes  were  treated  as  trifling ;  but  it  muft 
be  by  Lords  who  had  never  read  the  account  of  them,  or 
heard  it  Hated ;  he  had  himfelf  great  reafon  to  know  the  con- 
trary.    When  he  was  Secretary  of  State  in  the  year  1767, 
they  were  then  fo  enormous,  that  he  changed  the  Mirtifter 
oh  that  account,  and  fent  a  relation  of  his  own  as  Conful    . 
General,  inflead  of  fending  h^m  an  Envoy  elfewhere,  being 
determined  to  get  them  redrefled.     He  was  fhocked,  how- 
ever, to  find  the  fubjeft  kept  dormant,  till  he  came  again 
into  office  in  the  year  1782,  when  they  were  to  be  refumed 
with  the  difadvantages  attending  Count  D'Oyeras'  death.    In 
his  confcience  he  believed,,  from  what  he  knew  of  that  flow, 
though  refpe£lable  Court,  and  our  mode  of  proceeding  hi- 
therto at  home,  that  nothing  IhoVt.of  this  treaty  would  re- 
drefs  them.    It  was  inconceivable  to  any  body,  who  had  been 
much  in  great  affairs,  to  think  that  one  department  fhould, 
for  thirty  years  together,  be  making  the  flrongeft  reprefent^^ 
tion  that  words  could  diflate,  and  another  department  be 
loading  the  fame  country  with  frefh  indulgences  unafked : 
fach  was  the  cafe  in  England  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  Treafary;  tlie  latter  of  whom  even  in  .the  laft  ^ear,  as 
their  la/i  regulatioDj  gayQ  a  half  adv^nxiigji  t.Q?CitX.\x^A*vcv- 
VoL.XXIL  I  %«A 
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ftead  of  a  third.     Under  thefe  circuroftances,  it  was  not  fur- 
prifmg  that  Portugal  fhould  feel  its  way,  and  break  through 
one  privilege  after  another.     Firft,  by  attacking  our  refi- 
dence  in  Brazil;  fecondly,  our  advantages  ftipulated  in  re« 
gard  to  our  navigation ;  thirdly,  embarraffing  the  refidence 
of  our  merchants  at  Liibon  ;  fourthly,  taxing  our  woollens 
without  regard  to  the  exprefs  words  of  the  Methuen  con- 
vention; and,  fifthly,  taxing  the  very  wines  of  their  own 
growth,   finding  their  monopoly  fo  confirmed,  that  the  tax 
was  fure  to  be  more  tban  repaid  to  the  Portuguefe  grower  by 
the  Britifh  confumer,  their  whole  export  confifling  in  a  man- 
ner in   wines.     Applying   all  this,  it  was  not  fuppofeable 
that  Portugal  could  in  a  moment  leave  this  country  in  ear- 
ned.    They  had  managed  well  hitherto,  by  a  fucceffion  of 
able  Minifters^  which  they  kept  here  well  inilrndled  for  the 
purpofe;  fuch  as  Count    D'Oyeras,  too  well  known  to  be 
mentioned ;  Monf.  Mello,  now  Secretary  of  State  in  Por- 
tugal; and  Monf.  de  Pinto,  the  fuppofed  fucceflbr  to  that 
poll ;  and  a  more  tefpeflable  one  could  not  be.     But  the 
Court  of  Portugal,  (for  whom  he  defired  to  be  underllood 
to   fpeak  with  high   refpeft  and  efteem,  as  well  as  for  the 
country  at  large,  which  had  been  the  parent  of  fuch  ^eat 
men,  and  fuch  important  enterprifes)  the  Court  of  Portugal 
was  in   its  fenfes.     Their  market  was  valuable  to  us;  but 
there  were  more  nations  in  Europe  that  wove  woollens  than 
drank  Portugal  wine;  and  though  he  was  free  to  acknow- 
ledge the  harbour  of  Lifbon  was  of  ufe  to  us  when  at  war 
with  France  and  Spain,  yet,  without  boafting  of  what  had 
paffed,  we  were  rather  of  more  importance  to  Portugal  un- 
der circumftances  which  he  did  not  fee  might    not  occur 
again;  but  he  did  not  wifh  to  dwell  upon  thefe  points;  the 
interells  were  reciprocal)  and  he  wiflied  them  to  be  confider- 
cd  as  (uch. 

Fourthly,  the  acknowledgement  of  the  neutral  code  found 
in  tlie  treaty  was  another  matter  of  particular  difcuffion. 
He  was  totally  aftonifhed  at  feeing  fuch  an  article,  and  knew 
hot  how  it  could  come  into  the  imagination  of  perfons  who 
had  the  leaft  acquaintance  with  the  law  of  nations,  or  of  the 
inteieft  of  England  in  particular,  or  the  paffages  of  the  five 
laft  years.  J t  was  a  fubjefl:  that  had  been  repeatedly  exa- 
mined, difcufled,  and  decided;  it  was  pofitively  refufed  to 
Ruffia,  even  in  a  moment  when  we  were  under  the  neceffity 
of  doing,  what  he  hoped  we  fhould  never  be  again,  of  court- 
ing her  alliance,  or  that  of  any  other  power.  He  confider- 
ed  it  as  one  of  the  moft  m^iterial  points  gained  in  the  late 
treaty  of  peace;  the  putUu^  an  end  to  the  Dutch  prcten- 
fions  in  regard  to  \t.  \t  v?2l^  \\ot\m\i\i^Tv'tS^^\>^x\.\ifc%ax^ 
tcred  himfelf,  the  moit  tVvt  ij\^\vxsav^s^iv^^  \^^xs;  ^^^ 
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tO)  the  more  it  would  appear  that  this  and  other  omiffioiis 
were  more  important  than  many  ftipulations  might  haVe 
been.  He  did  not  chufe  to  quote  particular  things  that 
pafled  in  the  negociation ;  but  he  was  authorifed,  he  thought, 
in  giving  it  as  his  opinion  and  conjefture,  that  it  was  a  point 
the  French  would  never  have  inGfted  upon.  He  would  not 
admit,  that,  by  the  preliminaries,  Minifters  were  bound,  iti 
drawing  the  articles  of  the  commercial  treaty  with  France, 

.  to  copy  the  commercial  treaty  of  Utrecht,  Lefs  antiquated 
language,  and  articles  more  fimpUfied,  and  drawn  in  a  mo- 
dern ftyle,  would  have  been  better ;  and  inftead  of  any  thin^ 
that  fliould  countenance  this  novel  doftrine,  brought  for^ 
ward  in  Europe  by  tlie  Northern  Courts,  he  fhould  rather 
have  cxpefled  that  the  claims  under  it  might  have  been  jointi' 
ly  extinguifhed  by  France  and  us.  Without  betraying  atty 
private,  or  fo  much  as  referring  to  any  converfation,  it  was 
fufficiently  notorious,  that  it  was  not  the  intereft  of  either 
country  to  fuffer  new  marines  to  ftart  up  and  grow  too 
powerful.  Hitherto,  at  leaft,  thefe  were  politics  that  feem- 
ed  to  govern  the  Court  of  France  relative  to  RufGa ;  how- 
ever, the  generoGty  and  afFe<5lions  of  England  might  have 
induced  her  to  aft  otherwife.  In  fa£l,  the  neutral  code 
ftruck  at  the  diftinguifhing  fort  of  England,  that  power 
which  more  particularly  belonged  to  \\er.  As  to  the  plea 
that  it  would  fignify  nothing,  and  was  futile  to  urge  the 
common  interefl  we  had  in  this  with  France,  becaufe  France 
and  England  were  alway?  to  be  at  war  together ;  he  could  not 
accede  to  it,  as  it  was  contrary  to  all  the  reafoiiings  refpeft- 
ing  the  difpofitions  of  France,  that  at  leaft  he  had  gone  up- 
pon,  in  juftifying  the  prefent  treaty,  as  tending  to  product 
peace.  Heartily  concerned  therefore  as  he  was,  that  the  ar- 
ticle appeared  in  the  treaty,  he  hoped  that  no  mention  would 
dare  to  be  made  of  it  in  another,  without  the  advice  and 
fan^ion  of  Parliament. 

A  fifth  circumftance  refpefted  Ruflia.  Though  he  could 
never  agree  with  many  Lords,  who  fuppofed  that  it  ought  to 
be  a  confequence  of  this  treaty,  that  France  was  to  facrifice 
its  political  intereft  to  ours,  up  and  down  Europe  in  conre- 
quence,  wherever  they  might  clafti,  as  poflibly  they  might 
do  in  Holland  and  elfewhere,  or  that  ftie  muft  forbear  ma- 
king commercial  treaties  that  might  be  advantageous  to  her, 
as  with  America;  yet  he  muft  own,  that  he  thought  it 
fcarcely  fair  in  France,  the  moment  llie  had  concluded  with 
us,  to  go  and  purchafe  a  commercial  alliance  with  Rulfia, 
with  the  facrifice  of  a  point  which  fhe  knew  we  had  refufed 
to  Ruifia,  and  whjch  was  fo  diredlly  repugnant  to  our  funda- 
mental  intcrefls.    It  made  him  lament  ftvVl  \t\oie,  vWv  \.Vv\^ 

£tuatioa  was  not  fonefeen  as  it  ought  to  lkaNt\i^ev\^  ;vxv^  v^<^- 
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yided  agaijift,  if  poffible,  by  our  negociators  in  tUe  Frpncli 
treaty, '  :>^L, 

The  articles  orSlie  treaty  were  open  tq  a  fixth  req:iark  ;  at 
pne  of  them  (the,  l^yienth)  appeared  totally  unintelligible  j  a 
fiiere  jumble  df  vto^rds,  without  the  poflfibility  of  drawing 
any  meaning  from  uiem,  and  l.eaft  of  all,  that  given  by  Mi- 
pifters  ;  he  hoped  thereforie  to  hear  fome  better  explanatioi) 
j^han  had  hitherto  been  given  of  the  fenfe  of  thofe  very  ol^ 
fcure  words, 

Ireland  m^de  the  feventh  and  laft  article  he  fliould  touch 
.pj)0n.  It  appeared  fcarcely  credible  that  we  had  no  fettlcr 
inent  either  made  or  in  view^ivith  Franpe;  it  was  idle  totally 
.of  the  Irifli  propofitions  having  been  made  and  rejedVed,  and 
that  therefore  nothing  was  to  be  done.  If  this  language 
|iad  been  ufed,  he  hoped  never  tp  hear  it  again  ;  it  was  maclj 
too  humourfome  to  pfe  towards  a  great  country.  If  Ire- 
land was  an  indepi^ndcnt  country,  Minifters  were  bound  to 
treat  the  Public  and  Pa^liapient  of  Ireland  as  they  would 
thofe  of  Great  Britain.  If  a  Minifter  werq  to  tell  th^ 
!Public  and  Parliament  pf  Great  Britain  that  they  dijl  no? 
iknow  their  own  Jntereft,  and  muft  abide  the .  confequence^ 
he  muft  be  looked  upon  as  infatuated.  He  hoped  thereforf 
ibmething  would  be  done  without  delay,  as  jt  was  incon: 
ceivable  that  Ireland  ought  to  receive  any  favours  from 
France  greater  than  thofe  ilio^yn  her  by  Great  Britain.  H? 
trufted  the  old  propofxtions  would  be  fimplified,  and  paffecj 
without  delay,  and  without  being  mixed  with  any  point  of 
politics,  pafticuiarly  with  th^t  to  ^hicK  the  fenfq  of  IreLnd 
proved  fd  totally  ayerfej  namely,  obliging  her  of  npceffitj 
^o  adopt  implicitly  all  our  farther  a£ts  of  trade. 

As  for  the  danger  that  would  attend  tlie  capital,  which 
\vouId  be  lodged  in  France  in  cafe  of  war,  it  was  fufficient 
Jo  anfwer  that  the  French  vvere  not  a  n<|tion  of  Morpqueenf 
and  Algerines, 

As  for  the  hpvering  acSts,  he  did  not  fqel  jt  incumbent  up- 
on him  at  Jeafl  to  be  very  anxious  refpedling  them,  as  h* 
iioped  to  fee  the  day  when  they  would  be  renidered  almoft  to- 
tally unneceffary,  by  the  trade  being  made  ftill  freer  than  i\ 
yvras  left  hy  jhe  prefent  treaty.    '  •    '     " 

But  tber^  was  one  capital  objeflion,  which,  in  moft  dif- 
cufliQus  on  this  Qccafion,  came  in  aid  of  all  other  obiedionsj 
jiamely,  that  yve  fhould  rue  the  ponfequence;  and  it  woulcj 
{)e  feen  that  France  yvould  floiirifh,  and  we  fljoul^  fuffe/  by 
the  prefent  treaty.  Whether  \n  future  France  or  we  ftiould 
jHourifh  moft,  it  was  difficult  to  fay.  If  we  continued  un* 
f3er  a  perpetual  ftuftuaX\oT\  oi  ^imm\?ix^\\oti^^  and  in  confer 
ouence  of  fy ftems,  as  we  \\?l^  ^ow^  ^ox  t«\?c^^  ^^tlx^  ^-^^  -^j^ 
^raxicc  continued  uridei  oivt  ^^^.^va  ?kx\5i  oyv^  ^^\iATi^'5^5^\^s^^ 
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if  wfi  continued  in  our  fyftem  of  corruption,  and  confider- 
cd  it  as  the  only  means  of  Government,  and  (lie  followed 
the  meafures  which  it  was  reported  fhe  was  about  propofing, 
•to  root  it  up,  (aided  by  the  determination  of  the  King  to 
difcountenance  it  wherever  it  appeared,  and  where  it  could 
be  fo  much  as  traced  to  have  happened  ever  fo  far  back, 
marking  the  parties  with  his  higheft  difpleafure) ;  if  they 
took  thfe  part  of  great  meafures,  and  we  purfued  little  ones, 
jhere  was  no  ^oubt  which  country  muft  flourifh  and  which 
/decline.  But  he  was  not  afraid  to  fay,  knowing  the  natural 
liberality  and  benevolence  of  Englifh  minds,  that  he  fliould 
think  it  the  duty  of  every  man,  of  every  citizen,  to  rejoice 
jn  the  profperity  even  of  a  foreign  country,  produced  by 
fuch  fair  and  honourable  means.  If  any  man  had  the  mil'-* 
'fortune  to  find  he  could  not  govern  his  own  family,  Or  free 
Jt  pf  the  corruption  and  vice  that  prevailed  in  it,  he  muft  be 
bafe  indeed  if  he  repined  at  feeing  a  neighbouring  family 
virtuous,  well  ordered,  and  happy  in  its  children,  its  for- 
tune, and  fervants.  The  fame  reafon  applied  in  the  ftrongeft  ' 
JUannec  to  the  two  countries ;  and  he  would  venture  to  pro- 
phecyj  if  this  country  declined,  it  will  not  be  on  account  of 
this  treaty ;  and  whoever  voted  for  it,  would  find  no  diffi- 
polty  in  accounting  for  fuch  decline  by  fome  of  the  caufes 
he  mentioned.  Prejudices  might  attribute  it  to  a  wrong 
paufe;  but  it  behoved  every  man  to  fet  the  public  right 
whenever  the  time  came.  If  we  went  on  rottj ng  in  our 
corruption,  and  facrificing  the  army,  the  church,  and  the 
State,  to  the  paltry  purppfe  of  procuring  a  majority  in 
both  Houfes,  abufing  each  other,  talking  of  a  coalition,  and 
fuch  fluff  and  nonfenfe,  we  could  neither  expedt  to  be  profpe- 
rous,  wealthy,  nor  powerful. 

;  Under  tbefe  convi<£lions,  he  was  flrongly  for  the  treaty, 
pcrfuadfsd  that  the  principle  carried  tranfcendent  benefit 
with  it,  whatever  opinion  he  might  have  as  to  fome  of  its 
particular  elaufes;  and  his  Lordfliip  concluded  with  decla- 
ring that  he  fhould  vote  for  the  rcfolutions. 

VifcQunt  I'ownjhend  aflSgned'his  reafons  for  thirjking  that  vifcnn 
Cherbourg  wrowld  not  prove  of  the  fervice  to  ^rnnce  that  flie  Towni 
might  expeft.     He  compared  Cherbourg  with  Dunkirk,  and 
contended,  that  there  was  an  eflentjal  difference  between  a 

.  4eep-water  harbour,  and  a  harbour  formed  by  projedling 
points,  \ybich  an  eneniy  can  cruize  acrofs,  and  command  as 
ihe  pafles.  He  exprefled  himfelf  at  any  rate  adverfe  to  His 
Maj^fty's  n)iniilers  r^rponftrating  with  the  Court  of  France 
pn  that  fubjeft  juft  at  prefent,  as  the  doing  fo  would  fruftrate 
|h6  completion  of  the  negociation  of  the  commercial  treaty, 
jsrhiqh  (he  was  happy  to  know)  was  likely  to  b^  >Ne.\l  x^- 

feived  in  Irehnd.    He  hoped,  therefore,  l\v;xX.  \X.  ^ovA^  ^xw^ 
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a  means  of  making  the  country  fome  amends  for  the  ^lure 
of  the  proportions.  As  he  conlidered  the  bill  in  t^e  light  of 
a  bill  of  experiment,  and  thought  it  on  that  ground  unob- 
jedtionable,  he  declared,  that  he  would  vote  for  the  refolu* 
tion.  ' 

EtriofCar.  The  Earl  of  Carli/Te  rpfe  to  thank  the  Marquis  of  Lanf-  ' 
down,  for  having  afforded  the  Houfe  that  information  which 
they  were  unable  to  coUedi  from  the  filence  of  miniften; 
and  intimated,  that,  in  his  opinion,  at  leaft,  the  nature  of 
the  grievances  which  the  ^merchants  had  to  complain  of 
againft  the  Court  of  Portugal,  appeared  to  have  been  fo 
trifling,  that  if  minifters  had  treated  Portugal  like  a  fpoik 
child,  and  fn  wned  a  little,  it  would  have  come  to  itfelf  and 
behaved  better,  without  the  neceflity  of  more  violent  cor- 
re£lion.  As  the  noble  Marquis  had  advifed  minifters  to  be 
filent  refpe£ting  Portugal,  he  had  ventured  to  afliire  him, 
that  they  had  no  occaGon  for  his  advice;  becaufe  it  was  very 
rare  indeed  that  they  broke  filence  on  any  occaCon.  tie 
animadverted  on  the  Marquis's  manner  of  fp making  of  France^ 
and  faid,  fomething  of  the  flyle  of  mentioning  that  king"- 
dom  had  gotten  into  debates  in  both  the  Houfes,.  and  even  irf» 
to  the  mouths  of  minifters ;  and  that  it  feemed  to  have  been 
fele6led  out  of  the  novels  of  a  circulating  library,  or  out  of 
fentimental  comedies. 

MarquUof  The  Marquis  of  L^nfdown  thanked  the  noble  ^Earl  for 
an  do\vn.  jjj^yj^  endeavoured  to  corre6l  hrm,  but  begged  leave  to  fet 
the  noble  Earl  right ;  and  appealed  to  their  Lordihips  whe- 
ther he  had  paid  fo  refpe£lable  a  kingdom  as  Portugal  fo  bad 
a  compliment  as  to  compare  it  to  a  fpoilt  child,  or  whether 
he  had  faid  that  the  grievances  we  had  to  complain  of  were 
trifling.  On  the  contrary,  ^he  Committee  could  witnefl 
that  he  had  ftated  them  to  be  weighty  and  momentous^  and 
that  he  had  afligned,  as  one  reafon  tor  his  approving  of  the 
prefent  commercial  treaty  with  France,  his  conviction,  that 
without  this  treaty  in  their  hands,  minifters  would  not  be 
able  to  obtain  that  redrefs  from  Portugal  which  this  country 
had  a  right  to  exjpedt.  The  Marquis  fpoke  in  commenda- 
tion of  the  prefent  Portuguefe  ;ninifter,  and  the  Court  of 
Lifbon ;  and  before  he  fat  down,  anfwered  the  Earl  of  Car- 
lifle^s  declaration,  that  fome  expreffions  applied  to  ^France^ 
appeared  tq  have  been  fele£ted  out  of  fentimental  novels^  or 
fentimental  comedies.  He  afTured  the  noble  Earl,  that  he 
never  wrote  either,  but  he  entertained  a  profound  refpeA  for  , 
thofe  who  had  exercifed  their  genius  on  that  branch  of  com« 
po/ition. 

t^lofCar-      The  Earl  of  Carlijle  t\vTOVe3L  \V  t\o\i\^^'MQfx\%<k^T  having 
fiiJJy  ftated  the  real  natwte  ot  tVv^  eom^VixwU  ^\Lv;^\^:Q^9^a»^ 
to  be  redrefied  by  the  Coxitt  ot  'Pottsx^ikV 
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The  Chairman  put  the  queftion,  and  the  Committee  dt- 
videdy 

Contents,    8i  Not  Contents,    35 

The  Chairman  was  diredled  to  report  progrels,  and  alk* 
Ifave  to  fit  again ;  and  the  Houfe,  being  refumed^  imme- 
diately adjourned* 

Friday^  2d  March. 

The  Houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
Houfe,  Lord  Scarfdale  in  the  chair. 

The  firft,  fecond,  and  third  refoliitions  pailed  in  the  Com- 
snonsy  upon  the  fubjeiS:  of  the  commercial  treaty,  were 
Tead,  and  a  long  converfation  took  place,  in  which  the  Mar- 
quis of  Buckingham,  Lord  Hawkefbury,  and  the  Marquis 
of. Carmarthen  on. the  part  of  Government;  and  Vifcount 
Storpiont,  Lord  Loughborough,  and  Earl  Stanhope,  on  the 
other  fide,  bore  a  part. 

The  points  in  contention  were  chiefly  in  refpeft  to  the  du- 
plicity which  was  defcrihed  as  having  appeared  in  wording 
the  treaty,  and  the  fcheme  which  was  reprefented  as  lurking 
ben^th  that  duplicity,  to  the  prejudice  of  Great  Britain. 

Lord  Loughborough  contended,  that  the  words  in  the  treaty,  Lord 
which  mention,  "  the  wines  of  France,  into  Great  Britain,  J™^^ 
**  (hall  in  no  cafe  pay  any  higher  duty  than  thofe  which      • 
•*  the  wine  of  Portugal  now  pay,"  carried  with  them  an  idea 
that  tliere  was  a  referve  for  making  them  pay  lefs,  the  termi 
f<  no  more,'*  not  implying,  that  the  intention  of  lefs  duties 
would  not  be  put  into  force.    They,  of  courfe,  would  ma- 
terially affe£^  both  France  and  Spain,  and  therefore  to  re- 
move the  ambiguity,  to  give  it  no  other  name,  he  ihould 
tnove  an  amendment. 

The  Marquis  of  Buckingham  and  Lord  Ifawkefbury  did 
not  fee  the  refolution  in  that  point  of  view.  They  conceived 
it  nqt  to  imply  any  fuch  meaning,  and  therefore  thought 
any  amendment  improper. 

Earl  Stanhope  propofed  another  amendment,  which  (he  Karl  Stan- 
thought)  would  meet  lefs  objection.     This  Lord  Loughbo-  liop«« 
rough  agreed  to,  and  the  noble  J£arl  made  a  motion  accord- 
ing. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  faid,  that  it  would  not  at  all  anfwer  The  Lord 
the  purpofe.  ciuncciior. 

Earl  Stanhope  replied,  that  //  would  in  every  refpeQ  anfwer  Earl  Sua* 
jthe  intended  purpofe.  hop«- 

The  /  ord  Chancellor  anfwered,  that  it  was  not  intelligible.  The  Lord 

Earl  Stanhope  rejoined,  that  it  could  be^  and  was  underftood  glJrTsua.'* 
by  every  perfon  who  heard  it-  hope 

.    Yifcoaat   Stormontf  Lord    Loughbotouglv,    ^xid   Lc^i 
jHawkdburjr,  xiow  debated  the  point  for  a  coc^^i^Sss^&uta^ 
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JLoughbo- 
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The  argument,  however,,  turning  to  anotherobjeS,  and  Vif- 
count Stonnont  wifhing  to  have  his  previous  amendmeut 
difpofed  of  firft.  Earl.  Stanhope  withdrew  his  amendment 
pro  tempore, 

Vifcount  Stormont  conceited,  that  his  idea  went  to  reftorc 
the  refolution  to  the  original  aqd  palpable,  prima  facie  inten- 
tion of  it,  for,  by  fome  means  or  others  whether  fair  or  un- 
fair, the  firft  article  of  the  tarifF  differed  materially  from 
what  it  was  in  the  refolution.  The  tariff  faid,  the  wines 
imported  diredtly  from  France;  the  refolution  faid,  the 
wines  imported  from  the  dominions  of  the  French  king  in 
Europe.  This  made  a  moft  material  difference;  forCorfia, 
and  many  other  places,  as  well  now  in  poiSefSon  of  the 
French  king,  as  what  might  hereafter  be  conquered  or  por- 
chafed  by  him,  would  accordingly  to  fuch  words,  be  confi- 
dered  as  a  part  of  France.  He  begged  their  Lordfhips  to 
look  minutely  into  this  matter,  for,  it  would  materially  af- 
kGt  a  variety  of  Britifh  articles,  if  all  the  pofleffions  ot  the 
French  king  were  to  be  conCdered  as  a  part  of  France.  He 
flaould  therefore  move  to  have  the  original  words  in  the  ta- 
riff reftored,  unlefs  minifters  would  explain  what  was  meant 
by  this  alteration. 

There  was  no  anfwer  from  the  Secretaries  of  State,  and 
the  motion  being  put,  the  perfons  below  the  bar  were  ordered 
to  retire.  But,  dt  length,  Vifcount  Stormont  gave  it  up, 
and  the  amendment  was  negatived  without  a  divifion. 

Vifcount  Stormont  expreffed  his  earneft  willies  tliat  mi- 
nifters would  favour  him  with  an  explicit  declaration  of  the 
reafon  of  this  dangerous  furrender  to  the  Court  of  France, 
in  a  point  where  theinterefts  of  this  country  were  fo  mate- 
rially at  ftake.  No  anfwer  having  been  made  on  the  part  of 
Government, 

Lord  Loughborough^  when  the  ne;:t  refolution  was  read 
refpedting  vinegar,  rofe  and  obferved,  that  he  had  a  queftion 
to  afk,  but  there  muft,  no  doubt,  be  very  little  hopes  of  reply^ 
after  the  indecent,  the  unconftitutional,  and  the  unprece- 
dented manner  in  which  minifters  had  treated  the  Houfe,  in 
refufing  a  reply  to  what  the  noble  Vifcount  had,  with  fuch 
propriety,  demanded.  Minifters  with  tbeir  arms  folded 
acrofs,  nodding  lignificantly  at  each  other,  wfiert'they  were 
called  upon  to  give  information  to  the  Houfe  on  a  matter 
highly  interefting  to  the  public,  put  him  in  mind,  by  their 
gefturesand  their  folemn  filence,  of  a  fet  of  eaftern  mutes  iii 
a  defpotic  country,  deciding  upon  the  fate  of  thte  dead  body 
before  them.  He  would  not  feek  to  difturb  their  repofc. 
7']iey  were  deaf  to  the  caW^  o?  it^Aot^,  'axA  Vve.  had  no  claim 
upon  their  attention  •,  but  x\\ex^  vq^.^  -^  yss^V;  ^xvsxv^i  v«s. 
tiiem  (Lord  Hawk^Ibut^')  ^Yv\\v>NVQ^\v^^va^^^^feVw^^^ixt^• 
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perfohal  acquaintance,  and  as  he  was  a  man  well  acquainted 
with  the  fubjefl,  he  fhould  beg  leave  to  afk  him,  whether 
Corfica  was  to  be  confidered  as  a  part  of  France  in  the  pre- 
fent  treaty? 

Lord  Hawkejbury  made  an  apology  for  his  iUence;  for,  as  L.Ha^ 
be  did  not  coniider  himfelf  in  any  minifterial  lituation,  he  tury. 
could  not  conceive  himfelf  called  upon  until  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  did  him  the  honour  of  fo  perfonal  a  notice.  He 
cxcufed  himfelf  from  deciding  upon  the  point  in  queftion, 
except  fo/ar  as  to  imagine,  from  the  tenor  of  the  treaty,  that 
nothing  could  be  meant  inimical  to  the  interefts  of  Great 
Britain. 

Vifcount  Stormont  having  again  demanded  fomc  informa-  vifcoui 
tion  from  Lord  Sydney  and  the  Marquis  of  Carmarthen,  on  Stormo. 
different  refolutions,  obferved,  that  the  noble  pair  in  oflBce 
were  not  to  be  moved  by  any  call— they  were  fi lent  as  the 
dead  of  night — filent  as  that  earthly  place  to  which  they 
mud,  one  day,  retire,  but  out  of  which  he  hoped,  that  they 
would  long  continue  to  enjoy  all  the  felicities  of  human  life. 
Vifcount  Stormont  infifted,  that  notwithftanding  all  the 
high  encomiums  pafled  on  the  celebrated  wine  bill,  and  all 
the  promifes  of  the  iucreafe  which  it  muft  occafion  to  our 
revehue,  yet  the  imports  for  fix  months  after  its  pafling  into 
a  law,  were  but  few  gallons  more,  than  for  the  antecedent 
half  year. 

hold  Hawkefburyy  in  anfwer,  remarked,  that 'the  ideas  of  L.  Haw 
the  profits  to  arife  from  the  commercial  treaty,  had  prevent-  ^^^* 
ed  the  merchants  from  importing  Portugal  wines,  becaufe 
it  was  well  underftood,  that  the  confequence  of  that  treaty 
would  enable  them  to  purchafe  Portugal  Wines,  at  leaft  15  !• 
per  ton  cheaper  than  they  now  could  buy  them  in. 

Lord  Loughborough  allowed  it  to  be  a  good,   ingenious  L.  Loo; 
mode  of  argument ;  and  it  only  wanted  the  eftabliftiment  of  ^^^^^ 
the  premifes,  to  make  the  conclufion  juft. — For,   the  fa<Sk 
•  was,  that  wines  were  ftill  made,  and  ever  would  be  made  in 
this  country,  until  there  was  a  duty  on  the  fweets  equaji  to 
that  on  the  wine  imported. 

The  whole  of  the  refolutions  were  read  through,    and 
paffed,  after  which 

Lord  Grey  ie  JVilton  moved,  that  the  addrefs  of  the  Com-  Lord  C 
molis,  which  was  part  of  their  refolutions,  fhould  be  amend-  <^«  Wil 
ed,  and  that  it  fhould Tun  thus:  "  The  addrefs  of  the  Lords 
«  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  the  Commons,  in  Parliament, 
*«  aflfembled." 

Lord  Portcbejier  conceived,  that  agreeing  to  the  addrefs  Lord  1 
in  this  form,  was  binding  upon  the  Houfe  to  agree  to  the  chcttor. 
refolutions  — 

Vqt.KXIl.  M  Twi 
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Lord  Chin-     The  ZirUChditceJ!(tr  iahfwtered,   that  it  was  but  matter  of 

ccllor.         fo'rvbf  ind  that  1?he  report  of  the  Committee  was  open  in 

eveiiy  fltftiha  part,   and  all  together,  to  difoiffion  in  the 

Houfe,  and  th  t  the  motion  of  rejeftion  or  amendment, 

ifiiffht  be  miade  and  adopted,  if  the  Honfe  thought  proper. 

Lord  Sc^rfdale  then  left  the  Chair,  and  reported  that  the 
Gdininitree  bad  gone  through  the  refolutioiis,  and  the  report 
#r^s  ordered  to  be  brought  up  on  Mottday. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Mo^aj,  ^h  March. 

The  Houfe  received  the  report  from  the  Oommitt^  of 
the  Refoiutions  paffed  on  tiie  commercial  treaty,  t^hen,  the 
clerk  having  read  the  fii  ft, 
Marquis  of      The  Marquis  of  Buckingham  obferved,  that  having  in  the 
Bucking-    comtnepcement  of  the  bufinefs  in  the  Committee  taken  up 
^*"**  fo  much  of  their  Lordfliips  time  in  ftating  at  large  the  rea- 

fons  on  which  he  gave  his  affent  to  the  treaty,  he  Ihould 
not  now  occupy  their  time  by  going  over  the  ground  again; 
but  would  for  the  prefent  content  himfelf  with  moving, 
that  their  Lbrdlhips  fhould  ^ree  with  the  Committee  in 
thefe  refoiutions :  he  begged  leave,  however,  to  referve  to 
himfelf  the  right  6f  offering  any  obfervatibns  which  ihould 
occur  to  him  in  confequence  of  what  might  be  advanced. 
Dak«  of  The  Duke  of  Muncbefler  entered  into  the  ftfcuffion  of  the 
A4anchdlcr  ixierits  ofthe  treaty,  and  argued  againft  its  adoption:  he 
remarked,  that  he  had  the  falleft  confidfence  that  on  a  ma-  . 
ture  examination  it  would  be  found,  that  ev^n  ill  its  moft 
favourable  points  the  treaty  was  highly  objedlionable.  There 
was  no  part  of  it,  however,  in  which  it  was  fo  cenfura- 
ble,  as  in  the  article  by  which  we  yielded  to  the  dd£brine  of 
the  neutral  code,  and  gave  up  the  advantageous  diHindion 
which  we  held  in  the  great  article  of  n:ivigation.  Having 
done  it  in  this  inftance,  it  was  impofible  that  We  coilkid  re- 
tain it  with  other  powers  ;  nay  we  muft  infult  other  powers 
to  whom  we  had  refufed  the  advantage,  by  giving  it  up  in. 
this  manner  to  &  nation  with  whom  at  leaft  we  had  had  no 
former  connedlion,  and  to  whom  we  ccrtaitily  owed  no  obli- 
gation. In  the  pfefent  day  of  politenefs  k  Would  not  be 
permitted  him  t6  harbour  even  jealoufy  of  the  Fifench  na- 
tion, much  lefs  muft  he  venture  to  o^nd  their  ni6e  ears 
by  caUing  them  either  treacherous  or  hoftile :  they  muft  no 
longer  be  termed  the  natural  enemy  of  England ;  he  w'oiild 
n6t,  for  hi^  own  part,  affbnnfe  a  tohe  offenfive  to  this  netv- 
fsklhioneA  delicacy,— but  lie  mwft  h^  ^ert^iitted  to  fiy,  that 
without  touching  on  the  c\v\\\i^  divxe  ^xom  ^xsfc  vMlwcvV^ 
aaotfier,  we  had  no  great  xfea£ou  fox  U\x?C\\^^\x$i^<;^^ 
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the  French  cauncils.  All  their  former  proceedings  m^ilr 
feiled  their  direft  hoftility  to  England:  Without  fearchinj 
deep  into  the  hiftory  of  the  two  nations,  he  woufd  only  in-  ' 
fiance  their  conducft  in  the  laft  war,  when  thpy,  without 
the  (hadow  of  a  pretence,  broke  the  profound  peace  tha^ 
fubfifted  between  the  two  nations ;  and  at  the  very  mpment 
when  they  were  qtiaking  the  loudeft  prpfeffions  of  friendr 
0iip,  entered  into  a  treaty  with  America,  and  aimed  tbs 
moft  deftruftive  blow  at  thjs  power,  dominion,  and  profpc^- 
rity  of  England*  We  muft  fliut  our  eyes,  ears,  and  un- 
derftandings  to  every  thing,  to  believe  that  the  minifters  ojf 
France  always  meant  honeftly  what  they  profefled.  An 
anecdote  which  occurred  to  him  when  in  Paris  was  a  ftrong 
proof  that  thpy  did  not  even  themfelv^s  think  that  they 
were  to  be  trufted.  In  a  tranfa<aion  which  he  h|d  with  the 
great  minifter  who  was  now  no  more,  and  who  was  in  pri.- 
vate  life  as  honeft  a  man  as  he  ever  met  with — when  he 
fiiewed  fome  diftruft  of  what  M.  dt?  Vergennes.  faid,  he 
made  ufe  of  thefe  rdnarkable  words :  Je  ne  park  pas  comm^  - 
JMiniJlrey  mais  comme  gentiihomm:  ;  a  cet  egard  comptezfur  mon 
bonneur;  I  do  not  fpeak  as  a  Minifter,  but  as  a  gentleman, 
and  therefore  you  may  truft  to  ray  honour.  He  defired  to 
I^now,  if  fince  the  peace  the  condudl  of  France  had  been 
fuch  as  to  infpire  us  with  confidence  in  her  profeffions.  A 
noble  Marquis  (of  Lanfdown)  obferved  on  a  former  day, 
that  the  Sovereign,  whom  we  ought  moft  to  diftruft.,  w^s 
be  who  fhould  maintain  a  large  army  in  time  of  peace.  To 
this  he  muft  be  permitted  to  anfwer,  that  being  as  we  were 
an  iiland,  depending  on  our  marine,  we  had  nothing  to 
dread  from  a  Sovereign  who  merely  poft*efled  a  monftrous 
army,  unlefe  he  alfo  poflcfled  a  powerful  fleet :  the  enemy 
whom  we  had  to  dread,  was  the  Sovereign  who  decreafed.his 
army  to  advance  his  maritime  ftrength — and  fuch  was  the 
monarch  of  France.  It  was  a  id^&y  that  ever  fince  the  peaQc 
they  had  been  purfuing  the  wifeft  and  moft  vigoroi^s  means 
of  mcreafing  their  navy :  the  peace  was  hardly  conclude^ 
before  a  council  was  convened  to  inquire  into  the  ftate  gf  the 
navy;  and  then  orders  were  rapidly- iffued  for  the  moft  ftri^- 
nvjous  efforts  in  the  parts  moft  advantageous  for  the  fcrvice. 
They  had  hunted  in  every  qorner  of  the  world  for  materials* 
They  had  made  contradls  for  fhip  timber  in  nil  the  north- 
ern ftates  of  Europe,  in  America,  and  eveo  in  Afia:  in  the 
latter  they  had  contrafted  for  whole  forcfts.  They  h^d  \>\xi\% 
no  lefs  than  fixteen  line  of  battle  fliips  fince  the  pe^c^.. 
To  what  did  all  this  tend  ?  To  infpire  us  with  confidence 
ip  t^eir  pacifi<;  intentions  ?  Surely  not ;  fuch  formidable  pre^ 
paf^tipns,  atjtended  with  expenccs  fo  enormous,  at  a  time 
Wk€fi  %JP  c<?ji)y:&  ift  b?^^ 
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hoftility ;  and  that  hoftility  muft  be  pointed  againft  England; 
for  were  it  againft  any  other  power,  her  means  would  bedif* 
ferent. 

In  this  great  political  afpe6t,  therefore,  he  muft  be  free 
to  give  hi^  opinion,  with  all  proper  refpeft  for  the  polite 
feelings  of  the  day,  that  he  diftruftcd  the  views  of  France. 
In  the  lefler  con fiderat ions  of  the  treaty — the  advantages  of 
tariff,  he  had  alfo  his  doubts.  How  few  of  the  articles  of 
manufa(Sture  were  there  which  we  enjoyed  without  their- 
competition  ?  He  believed,  that  excepting  the  Birmingham 
and  Pottery  branches,  in  the  hardware,  there  was  not  an  ar- 
.  tide  in  which  they  were  not  making  vigorous  and  fucceff- 
ful  efforts  to  rival  us.  In  glafs  it  was  manifeft'thcy  would 
rival,  if  not  excel  us ;  in  cabinet  ware  they  were  as«dextrous, 
and  5^  per  cent,  cheaper ;  in  many  other  articles,  even  in 
woollens,  he  was  afraid  that  our  manufadlurers  would  find  ' 
themfelves  decei\*'ed  in  their  expedlations  of  increafed  con- 
fumption.  '  He  begged  pardon  of  their  Lordftiips  for  detain- 
ing them  fo  long,  but  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  ftate  his 
reafons  for  the  vote  which  he  ftiould  give  that  night  againft 
the  treaty, 
arquis  of  The  Marquis  of  Buckingham  obferved,  that  as  far  as' 
icking-  the  point  could  relate  to  the  infincerity  of  the  French,  it 
""•  certainly  was  not  the  defign  of  Miniftsrs  to  confider  them 

as  morally  fmcere  at  this  time  more  than  formerly ;  neither 
was  this  treaty  to  make  Minifiers  lefs  jealous  of  the  defigns 
or  of  the  preparations  of  France,  The  noble  Duke  faid, 
that  there  was  evidence  in  hiftory  of  the  French  having 
been  uniformly  the  natural  enemy  of  England.  In  what  hif- 
tory, or  jn  what  part  of  Europe  could  the  npbje  Duke  find 
a  power  which  either  had  been,  or  which  then  was,  the  na- 
tural enemy?  There  was  no  fuch  thing  between  independent 
ftates  as  natural  friendftiip  or  enmity :  it  was  intereft  and 
contingency  all.  What  Minifters  obferved  on  the  fubjeft 
of  the  treaty  was,  that  it  gave  tis  a  rational  hope  for  the  du- 
ration of  peace,  becaufe  it  made  it  the  intereft  of  the  French 
to  be  friendly.  Her  true  profperity  depended  as  much  on 
the  faithful  purfuit  of  this  new  commercial  conneflion  as 
did  that  of  England ;  and  this  was  the  fum  total  of  the 
change  which  the  treaty  made  on  the  relative  condition  ojF 
the  two  countries ;  that  it  difpofed  them  both  to  friendftiip 
without  lulling  either  into  a  dangerous  repofe  in  profeflions, 
or  fufpejiding  ):he  neceffary  precautions  againft  danger.  It 
was  argued,  that  this  treaty  tended  to  throw  a  great  part  of 
our  commerce  into  the  hands  of  France ;  and  that  we  ran 
fAe  alarihing  hazard  of  fuffering  a  lofs  -in  cafe  of  a' war. 
What  was  the  ponfequence  ot  x\\e  \;k?c  ^^x^  n^\v^tv^  ^Suqsci^iJx 
eiigfiged  with  fowr  piariume  oovj^i^^  <ii\vc  cwncqk^^  NR-b^'wj^ 
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anly  protedled^  biit  was  feeu  to  flourifli ;  nay,  when  it  con-  ' 
trived  to  fend  into,  and  circulate  through  France,  our  pro- 
duce and  manufaftures  ?  There  was  an  ability  in  theEnglifh 
commerce  which  baffled  competition ;  and  the  fame  ability 
wrould  be  found  in  our  manufadtures.  He  was  by  no  means 
alarmed  at\vhat  the  noble  Duke  had  ftated  of  the  condition 
of  the  French  manufadlures — Not  only  our  hardwares  and 
pottery,  but  our  cottons  and  woollens,  and  various  other 
inoft  valuable  articles  of, our  trade,  would  find  their  way 
into  great  and  decifive  circulation  in  France, 

Vifcount  Stormont  declared,  that  he  had  not  yet  heard  a  vifconnt 
fyllable  in  fupport  of  the  treaty,  which  in  the  lead  altered  Stormont 
his  opinion.  Adhering  to  thofe  fentiments  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  deliver  on  a  preceding  day,  he  would  not  trouble 
their  Lordfhips  with  going  over  the  fame  ground.  He  could 
not  avoid,  however,  taking  an  opportunityof  condemning  that 
part  of  the  treaty  in  particular  which  recognized,  or  at  leaft 
tacitly  acknowledged,  the  principles  of  that  fyftem  which 
would  prove  the  ruin  of  our  navy  :  he  meant  the  Neutral 
Code. 

The  Earl  of  Carlijle  perfifted  in  thinking  the  treaty,  both  The  Earl  d 
in  its  principle  and  in  the  detail,  hoftile  to  the  interefls  of  ^*^^*^'^' 
this  country,  not  only   in  a  political  but  in  a  commercial 
point  of  view.     He  admitted  the  fuperiority  of  our  manU' 
failures,  but  dreaded  that  we  fhould  not  long  be  able  to  pre- 
serve that  fuperiority — and  with  refpeft  to  our  fuperiority  of 
induftry,  that  was  of  a  more  temporary  nature  than  even 
the  other.     He  animadverted  on  the  conduft  of  minifters,  in 
trufling  the  bufinefs  entirely  to  noble  Peers  (the  Marquis  of 
Buckingham    and    Lord   Hawkefbury)    who,    from    their 
fituation,  could  not  be  fuppofed  to  be  fo  well  acquainted  with 
the  fubjeft  as  themfelves.     Had  not  it  been  for  the  volunteer 
fervice  of  thofe  noble  Peers,  of  whofe  abilities,  he  profefled, 
he  had  a  high  opinion,  the  Houfe  might  have  remained  in 
total  darknefs,  without  even  a  ray  of  minlfterial  light  to 
illuminate  their  underftandings.     Minifters,  no  doubt,  pre- 
ferved  their  filence  on  the  fame  grounds  that  they  had  ftated 
the  manufafturers  to  have  done;'  and,  like  them,  it  was  to 
be  interpreted  as  a  pofitive  and  dire£l  approbation  of  the  . 
treaty !     He  however  thought  it  was  a  duty  incumbent  on 
thofe,  who  were  refponfible  for  the  meafures  of  government, 
themfelves  to  come  forward  in  their  fupport. 

The  Mai^uis  of  Carmarthen  aflured  the  Houfe,  that  his  Marquis  o£ 
filence  on  the  fubjedl  of  the  treaty  had  not  jproceeded  from  Carmar- 
any  want  of  due  refpe6k  to  their  Lordfhips,  nor  from  any      °' 
difficulty  which  he  found  in  being  able  to  fupport  a  meafure 
^hich  he  was  firmly  convinced  would  prove  of  infinite  ad- 
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vantage  to  this  country.  Had  it  originated  in  that  Hou^  * 
li^  fhould  have  thought  it  his  duty  to  have  given  his  fentv  1 
ments  fully  on  the  fubjedt;  but  as  it  had  already  been  (1 
often  difcufled,  he  deemed  it  unneceflary  to  go- at  kngtk 
into  the  confideration  of  it.  The  Marquis  then  went  into 
a  general  defence  of  the  treaty,  which,  in  every  view  that 
he  had  confidered  it,  he  afferted  to  be  highly  advantageous  to 
*  England  in  the  extenfion  of  her  commerce ;  and  that  it  wouU    : 

tend  to  promote  an  amicable  intercourfe  between  the  coi!kB-  1 
Th&Earlof  ^^^^^9  •^^^  while  it  gave  us  thofe  advantages  in  point  of  com*  | 
Saodwich.    merce,  he  faid  that  we  loft  nothing  in  a  political  fenfe.  \ 

The  Earl  of  Sandwich  obferved  that  he  expe£ted  to  luTe 
heard  from  minifters  the  moft  ample  information  on  a  quef- 
tion  of  fo  much  magnitude  as  the  prefent ;  but,  he  had  been 
difappointed.  When  he  had  the  honour  of  a  fhare  in  admi- 
niftration,  thofe  noble  perfons  who  now  preferved  fuch  pro- 
found filence  were  the  firft  to  call  on  his  Majefty's  minifters 
for  that  information,  which,  from  their  fituation,  they  were 
bound  to  give.  The  noble  Marqui">  who  had  juft  fpoken 
feemed  to  place  much  confidence  in  the  operation  of  the 
treaty,  and,  particularly,  in  its  pacific  effedi.  For  his  own 
part,  fo  far  was  he  from  imagining  that  it  would  tend  to  pro- 
long peaces  that  he  was  convinced  it  would  have  a  contrary 
tenoency.  Every  commercial  negociation  between  rivi 
nations,  fo  far  as  experience  led  him  to  judge,  had  been  pro* 
du<Stive  of  diflention.  Had  not  our  commercial  treaties  with 
Spain  occafioned  all  our  difputes  with  that  nation^  And  if 
vfc  look  to  private  life,  do  we  not  fee  what  a  jarring  of  inte- 
r^fts  interferes  with  the  beft  difpofitions,  and  is  always  tfae 
means  of  fowing  the  feeds  of  difcord.  Powerful  nations  fe 
s>early  fituated  muft  invariably  be  rivals,  and  they  havebeeif 
rivals,  from  the  age  of  Rome  and  Carthage,  down  to  the 
time  when  Great  Britain  and  France  fiourifbed.as  rival  coun-  < 
tries.  He  had  known  France  in,  negociation — he  l^new  her 
to  be  a  wife  and  an  agreeable  nation,  but  he  kneWy  likewife^ 
that  five  wa^  artful  and  infidious — flie  ha4  but  one  great  ok 
jeA  in  view,  which  (he  fieadily  purfued  :  her  own  agrandift- 
rnent  upon  the  ruin  of  Britain.  Unfortunately  for  thii 
country,  her  councils  were  diredled  by  no  uniform  purfuit^ 
fhe  muft,  therefore,  be  the  dupe  of  the  fuperior  policy  of 
France.  What  were  we  to  think  of  her  ftupencjous  fortifi- 
cations at  Cherbourg?  They  were  not  d^fendve,  they  wot 
oflEenfive  works,  and  he  could  qot  but  admire  the  addi^fs  of 
that  nation,  who,  with  all  the  Oiew  of  hoftilQ  pr^aratioi^ 
Jiad  prevailed  upon  a  rival  to  enter  into  a  cordial  treaty  of 
alliance  with  her.  He  confeflTed  he  viewed  thofe  fortifiottiOBf 
with  a  jealous  eve,  anA.\ieiX\vo>i^v\x.NK^v\\\c>M5^^^  ot^^ 
to  look  to  our  o>3VU  coaft.^.  1Aa  vq^*.^  ^ ^\\^iA  \si  ^^  'Ga^^'»^ 
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le  wa&  alfo  a  friend  to  fortification,  fo  far  as  it  aided  the 
ttavy.  What  muft  be  the  confequences  of  the  fortifications 
at  Cherbourg?  Will  they  not  neceffarily  oblige  us  to  keep 
a  larger  fleet  in  the  Channel  than  ever  we  had  found  neceflary 
before.  Such  being  the  cafe,  it  was  furely  effential  to  our 
fecurity,  that  we  fliould  follow  the  example  of  France  fo  far 
aik  to  protcfik  our  coafts,  and  by  that  means  to  leave  our  fleet 
itiore  at  liberty  to  adl  elfe where.  With  refpeft  to  the  com- 
mercial part  of  the  treaty,  he  faw  none  of  thofe  advantages 
which  the  advocates  for  it  held  out,  and  for  thefe  rcafons  he 
found  himfelf  compelled  to  give  his  negative  to  the  motion. 

Lord  Portchefter  renewed  his  objeftions  to  the  treaty ;  nor  Lord  Poit- 
even,  he  obferved,  had  the  noble  Marquis  (of  Lawnfdown)  ^'^**^* 
who  had  fpoken  fo  ably  on  both  Jides  of  the  queftion,  made 
any  impreflSon  on  his  mind. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  contended  that  the  fortifications  at  I^J^«  of 
Cherbourg  were  not  the  only  works  which  it  was  in  the  con-  ^^<*"*®"*- 
tetnplation  of  France  to  ere6l :  and  this  was  not  owing  to 
any  Want  of  vigilance  in  adminiftration :  it  was  in  confe- 
quence  of  the  laft  definitive  treaty  of  peace,  which  unequi- 
vocally yielded  up  the  important  article  of  the  demolition  of 
the  fortifications  at  Dunkirk.  The  fortification  of  Dunkirk^ 
dien,  was  the  next  objeft,  which  would  certainly  attradl  the 
attention  of  France.  This  would  give  her  ftill  more  the 
command  of  the  Channel,  and  it  muft,  of  neceflity,  oblige 
tis  to  counteraft  her  operations,  by  looking  to  the  prote£lion 
ef  our  own  coafts.  Adverting  to  what  the  Marquis  of 
Lanfdown  had  faid  on  this  fubjeft  in  the  courfe  of  a  former 
de'bate,  he  faid  that  it  was  abfurd  to  contend,  that  we  could 
Tcfmonftrate  and  obferve  to  France,  you  muft  not  carry  on 
thofe  fortifications.  With  the  fame  propriety  fhe  might 
come  and  fay  to  us,  you  are  not  to  fortify  your  dock-yards 
at  Portfmouth  and  Plymouth.  With  refpedl  to  the  dirferent 
oueftions  afl;.ed  by  tne  noble  Marquis,  why  had  we  not  dif- 
tented  from  the  neutral  code?  Why  had  we  not  fettled  the 
ftali  of  India?  &c.  &c.  He  would  tell  their  Lordfliips 
fhortly— that  the  reafon  they  had  not  done  fo  was,  becaufe 
France  would  not  have  liftened  to  their  propofitions. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  then  proceeded  to  take  a  curfory 
vife"^  of  the  commercial  treaty,  which  he  defended  both  in 
its  principle  and  in  the  detail.  He  prefumed  on  the  filence 
of  themanufafturers  as  a  pofitive  proof  of  their  approbation; 
and  had  they  come  to  the  bur,  he  was  convinced  that  they 
would  have  given  fuch  information  of  the  advantages  to  be 
derived  to  their  refpedlive  manufa6lures,  as  would  have 
ahrmed  France.  The  immenfe  advantage  which  this  coun- 
trjr  derived  from  the  abundance  of  fuel  In  owt  co^  ticvvryfc^ 
ira5  the  life  and  foul  of  our  roanufaflures,  zxA  vx.vioxi^^'sJw- 
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ways  give  us  a  decided  fnperiority,  which  France,  deprived 
of  thofe  advantages,  never  could  combat.  He  adverted  to 
the  fituation  of  our  trade  with  Portugal,  which,  he  laid, 
had  been  for  fome  time  on  the  decline,  though  he  admitted 
that  it  was  of  confiderable  importance,  and  that  it  Was  the 
intereft  of  both  countries  to  be  on  an  amicable  footing.  He 
contended  that  our  treaty  with  France  did  not  interfere  at  all 
with  the  Methuen  Treaty,  and  that  it  was  highly  expedient 
that  the  revenue  fhould  reap  fome  advantage  from  a  trade 
which  had  hitherto  been  almofl  totally  in  the  hands  of  the 
fmuggler..  Such,  for  inftance,  was  cambric,  and  fevenil 
other  articles,  which,  though  prohibited,  were  in  general 
ufe.  J 

The  Duke,  in  the  courfe  of  his  fpeech.  Hated,  as  a  proof 
of  the  propehfity  and  partiality  of  the  French  to  purchafe 
articles  of  Engl i 111  manufadlure,  that  a  French  nobleman  of 
high  rank  had  befpoken  a  coach  of  a  London  coachmakeri 
whicli  was  jufl:  finifhed  when  the  French  arret  came  out  for- 
bidding the  importation  of  Engliih  goods  under  the  moft 
•  fevere  penalties.  The  nobleman,  thereupon,  went  to  themi- 
nifter,  and  explained  the  fail:,  earneftly  entreating  leave  to 
bring  his  new  coach  over.  The  French  Minifter  was  inflex- 
ible, and  faid,  he  could,  on  no  account,  comply  with  the 
r'equifition,  fince  the  example'  of  a  man  of  fucn  elevated 
rank  was  of  the  utmoft  importance.  The  nobleman,  morti- 
fied and  difappointed,  wrote  over  to  his  Britifh  coachmaker, 
Hated  the  circumftance,  and  ordered  him  to  fell  the  carriage. 
The  coachmaker  knew  better,  and  in  lefs  than  a  fortnight 
the  Frencb  nobleman  found  that  his  coach  was  fafely  deli- 
vered in  his  yard  at  Paris.  If  fuch  bulky  goods  as  coaches 
could  thus  be  fmuggled  into  fuch  a  country  as  France,  the 
Duke  obferved  that  other  articles  eafily  might ;  and  he  thence 
contended,  that  if  all  forts  of  Britifti  manufaftures  had 
found  their  way  into  France  in  fpite  of  prohibitory  arrets, 
it  was  fair  to  conclude,  that  they  would  go  there  in  abun- 
dant quantities,  when  a  free  trade  was  carried  on  between 
the  two  nations.  He  added,  as  a  farthej  reafon  to  juftiff 
this  opinion,  that,  however  the  French  might  go  beyond  us 
in  invention  and  difcovery,  their  manufacturers  had  nev^r 
yet  been  able  to  execute  and  finifli  their  work  as  well  as  the 
Englifli  manufafturers. 
Earl  Earl   Fitzwiliiam,  after  difapproving   of  the  commercial 

Fiuwilliam  treaty  with  France,  ftated  that  the  apprehenfion  of  a  rupture 
with  Portugal  had  given  a  very  ferious  alarn)  to  the  mano* 
fadlurersof  Yorkflure. 

JFTari  oP  The  Earl  of  CarUJle  t^m^iTVe^  x\v;yX.V^  cxsvMbear  teftimon? 

Carline.      ^^  what  had  faUev\  ftovxv  \vv^  xx'^x.  VawaMx-i^^  ^\\^xv^^  -A 
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condemned  thoft  who  endeavoured  fo  unfairlj^  to  depreciate 
the  importance  of  our  trade  with  Portugal. 

The  Marquis  of  LanfJewn  faid  that  he  Was  happy  to  find  The  Maj 
lirom  the  tenor  of  their  Lordfhips'  fpeeches  that  night,  that  ?"*^?f^ 
^  he  was  perfedUy  underftood  in  what  he  Had  troubled  the 
Houfe  with  on  a  former  night,  particularly  on  the  important 
fubjed  of  what  heconfidered,  between  independent  ftates,  as 
the  ovAjj  natural  enemy;  namely,  that  power  which^  in  time 
of  peace,  fhould  keep  tfp  an  army  of  300,000  men.  In  this> 
however,  he  had  been  mifreprefentedelfewherfe;  in  a  newf- 
paper,  and  in  one  which  had  the  general  character  of  accu- 
racy :  In  that  paper  he  was  faid  to  have  mentioned  the  name 
of  the  king  of  Pruffia,  as  the  natural  enemy  of  other  ftates. 
Nothing  could  be  more  diftant  from  his  idea,  nor  from  hi* 
language.  The  King  of  Pruffia,  whom  he  had  the  honour  to 
know  as  on^  of  the  moft  exalted  lovers  pf  humanity,  \iras^ 
and  would  be  more,  diftinguifiied  for  his  eherlihing  rio  viewi 
but  fuch  as  were  confiftent  with  the  peace  and  happinefs,  not 
fthe  vain-glory,  of  his  peopb.  He  thought  it  rieceffary  tci 
fay  this  to  prevent  a  farther  impreffion  from  being  made  oil 
the  public  mind,  and  on  Europe,  by  the  misffatement. 

He  could  have  wi(hed,  he  faid,  that  noble  Lords  in  offic* 
had  been  a  little  more  explicit  in  anfwering  the  various  topics 
that  had  been  thrown  out  by  noble  Lords  and  by  himfelf; 
He  had  already  occupied  fo  much  of  the  time  of  the  Houfe^ 
that  he  (hould  only  now  reply  to  fuch  obfervations  as  had 
been  made  on  what  he  had  thrown  out.  A  noble  Lord 
behind  him  had  been  pleafed  toTay,  that  on  a  former  evening 
be  hadfphken  en  both  fides  of  the  quefi'ion*  He  was  very  much 
aftoniihed  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  give  to  his  Sentiments  this 
charafter.  He  had,  as  accurately,  and  as  precifely  as  words 
could  fpeak,  declared  his  full  and  complete  approbation  of 
the  principle  of  the  treaty;  but  in  difcuffing  the  detail  of  the 
executi(^ny  he  had  as  clearly  exprefled  his  wifhes  that  the  de- 
tail had  been  more  cautioufly  guarded,  and  that  fome  jwints 
•had  been  fecured  which  were  left  totally  untouched,  or 
vaguely  provided  for.  Now;  if  there  was  a  fair,  an  expli- 
cit, an  independent  mode  of  difcuffing  a  fubjeft,  it  was  that 
which  he  had  purfued.  Approving  of  the  ground  work, 
principle,  and  tendency  of  the  meafure,  thinking  it  a  great 
and  important  good  to  the  country,  he  had  delivered  his 
-thanks  to  miniftry  for  the  defign;  but  feeing  articles  in  the 
detail  which  might  he  mended,  and  thinking  it  yet  time  to 
mend  a  part  of  them,  he  had  as  frankly  communicated  hi« 
objedlions  :  ftating  thefe  objedlions,  he  trufted,  with  candour, 
certainly  without  any  defign  of  captious  oppofition  to  men, 
be  had  audibly  and  clearly  ftated,  that,  with  all  tl\e  ^rtot^ 
which  he  had  noticed  (and  he  was  fr^e  to  eoivfei^  ^^'^  ^ 
Vol.  XXn.        .  i^  xVoxi^V 
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thought  them  gre^t  and  itwportant  errors)  he  faw  fo  clearly 
the  importance  of  the  principle,  and  was  fo  perfedtly  con- 
vinced that  that  principle  would  triumph  over  an  hundred 
petty  obftacleSj  that  he  fhould  give  hi3  hearty  afient  to  the 
refolutions  by  whkh  it  was  to  be  carried  into  effedt. — -If  the 
noble  Lord  meant  that  he  had  fpoken  on  both  fides,  becaufe 
he  had  not  forborne,  out  of  friendlhip  to  minifters,  to  ftate 
his  objeflions  to  the  detail;  and  becaufe- he  had  not,  in  com- 
plaifance  to  the  oppofitioti,  forborne  from  paying  his  tribute 
of  praife  to  the  principle.  The  fadt  was,  that  he  was,  and 
had  through  life,  ftood  aloof  from  parties.  He  was  of  no 
party.  It  was  his  pride  and  principle  to  be  of  no  faftion, 
but  to  embrace  every  meafure  on  its  own  ground,  free  from 
all  connexion.  Such  had  been  his  political  creed,  as  fuch 
he  ftood  before  ,the  people,  and  as  fuch  he  coveted  to  b© 
judged  by  them.  In  refpcft  to  his  conduft  on  this  precifd 
treaty,  it  was  ftridtly  confonant  to  this  pra6lice.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  treaty  he  had  acknowledged  in  the  preliminary 
articles.  He  had  left  thefe  articles,  as  he  had  ftated,  very 
kirge  and  open,  and  in  order  to  give  fcope  for  the  negociation 
of  the  commercial  treaty,  and  that  the  na^tion  might  be  as 
little  committed  as  poflible.  In  viewing  the  ufe  that  had  been 
made  of  this  advantage,  he  had  obferved  feveral  matters  in 
the  treaty  which  ftruck  him  with  aftonifhment.  He  repeated 
the  fix  feparate  objedlions  he  had  made  the  night  before. 

1.  That  we  had  procured  no  advantage  on  our  part,  either 
in  navigation  or  otherwife,  to  counterviail  the  unrecipnxral 
articles  and  the  political  tendency  of  the  treaty, 

2.  That  we  had  conceded  the  neutral  code. 

3.  That  we  had  taken  no  ftep  to  prevent  or  ftop  the  erec- 
tions at  Cherbourg. 

4.  That  the  wording  of  the  fevenlh  article  was  fo  obfcure 
and  unexplicit,  as  to  threaten  the  extinfiion  of  our  c#mmerce 
with  Spain. 

5^  That  by  the  treaty  we  left  Ireland  more  conne6l:ed  in 
freedom  of  trade  and  facility  of  intercoufe  with  France  than 
with  England :  And 

6.  That  we  did  not  feize  the  favourable  opportunity  to 
fettle  India. 

On  thefe  feveral  topics  he  had  urged  their  Lordihips,  and 
he  wiihed  he  had  received  more  explicit  and  convincing  ex- 
planations than  thofe  he  had  been  honoured  with.  The 
noble  Duke  in  the  blue  ribband  had  ihortly  faid,  that  it  was  in 
in  his  mind  ridiculous  to  have  ftood  in  the  bargain,  making 
demand,  which  they  were  fenfible  would  nqt  be  compli^ 
with.  He  did  not  pretend  to  ktvow  what  would,  and  what 
would  not  be  complied  wvtVv  \  Wx.  \ve  Vxv^^  ^\vax  ts^^t  to 
Aave  been  the  language  o£  ^w^A^xvd,  ^yv^V^Ssw  ^^M5ic\^^>^ 
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had  been  the  language  of  England,  and  where  it  went  wrong 
at  firft  fettingout;  viz.  in  buffering  our  fuppofed  fuperiority 
in  certain  manufadlures  to  be  fet  for  a  moment  againfl  the 
folid,  permanent  advantages  of  France.  France  had  in  her- 
produce  four  extenfive  articles  of  commerce,  againfl  which 
we  had  nothing  to  reciprocate^  for  it  was  ridiculous  to  liften  to 
any  arg^ament  in  regard  to  our  manufadlures.  They  were 
tranfitory  and  fleeting.  Nothing  could  be  more  precarious' 
than  an  eftimate  founded  on  our  prefent  real  or  pretended 
fuperiority  ia  this  refpefl:.  Our  boafted  cottons  were  the  ,• 
growth  of  a  4ay ;  we  faw  manufadlures  rife  up  almoft  inftan-  / 
taneoufly.  Even  in  ihip-building,  a  thing  which  might  be: 
fuppofed  to  occupy  much  of  our  time  and  ftudy,  it  was  only 
within  thefe  two  years  that  we  had  difcovered  the  important 
fad,  that  men  of  war  might  be  built  all  round  the  coaft. 
To  talk  therefore  of  the  excellence  of  our  manufaftures  and 
X)f  their  fuperiority^  was  ridiculous;  but  the  advantage  in  the 

..  produce  of  France  was  poutive  and  eternal;  as  long  as  the 
earth  endured  it  remained  to  France,  Ought  not  the  mini- 
flers  then  to  have  claimed  fometbiogin  exch;ii\ge  ?  Did  they 
not  know  how  impatient  France  was  for  jtb^  treaty  ?  He 
called  on  the  noble  Marquis  (Carmarthen)  to  fay,  if  France 
had  not  complained  that  a  gentleman  fhould  be  fent  to  France 
and  continued  there  without  inftrudiions^  The  faft  was^ 
.  t;hat  France  was  eager,  juftly  ej^erfar  the  coiaclufion  of  the 
treaty;  and  he  was  fure  the  nobje  MfirqAais  had  too  much  ' 
x:andour  to  thiilk,  that  a  minifter  of  the  wifdotn,  experience,, 
penetration,  and  forecaft,  of  M.  de  VeEgennes,  cOuld  hav« 
been  fo  eager,  unlefs  there  w^s  fonae  great  point  to  he  gained.  . 
There  was  a  great  point,  an  enormous  point  fo^r  France ;  it 
ftretched  beyond  the  powers  of  human  ^inaate,  and  was  z 
matter  of  fo  much  fj^culatipa  that  it  cojald  not  too  much 
arreft  the  notice  and  awaken  the  powers  of  Englifhmen. 
What  had  we  done  ?     We  had  ftipulated  for  no  one  thing. 

We  had  given  up  the  neutrjal  code^  which  .was  the  great 
weapon  of  England.  He  needed  jtjof  fay  bow  anxioufly  and 
how  pofitively  he  had  refufed  ijt  00  making  the  peace.  He 
had  refufed  it  to  Holland — ^pofitively  refirfed  it  to  Holland. 
Ought  not  this  to  have  heen  41  lefloa  ;to  them  ?  Could  they 
afk  it  after  it  had  been  io  peremptorily  denied  to  an  old 
friend  ?  The  noble  Duke  h^d  faid  it  was  no  longer  to  be 
thought  of— it  was  not  -aa  object  which  we  could  maintain 
of  right.  He  could  not  fo  eafily  be  convinced  that  there 
was  not  a  right, — and  as  to  its  importance,  he  called  it  one 
of  tlie  nioft  formidable  weapons  of  oiFence.  It  was  faid  to 
he  woTthlefsy  becaufe  no  nation  wou\d.o\ifex\^\X.vA\^Tv\\NK^ 
jivere  able  to  break  it ;  and  he  confeffed  ot\^  oi  \a^  ^\cyw^^ 

jATguQ^eQts  in  objecaion  to  it,  was  Vu  iK\pi2i6C\c^^!i\v^  ^  ^^"^ 
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l«rhy  enter  into  a  treaty  on  the  fubjeft  ?  Why  give  a  confent 
to  a  ?hing  which  it  niuft  be  always  our  wi(h,  when  able,  to 
fet  afide  ?  It  was  in  the  natuie  of  man ;  enterprife  and  hof- 
tiltty  woifld  lead  to  it ;  and  he  trufled  that  no  minifter  would 
ever  confent  to  yield  to  it,  without  firft  taking  the  advice  of 
Parlii^ment. 

On  the  fubjeft  qf  the  ereflions  :^t  Cherbourg^  the  noble 
Duke  had  infiniiated  that  he  had  faid  tbey  ought  perempto- 
rily to  h?ve  remonftrated  againft  them ; — he  never  was  fq 
'ablurd:  he  knew  our  fituation  too  well  to  think  that  w^ 
.pould  difSate  to  any  nation,  much  lefs  to  a  court  fo  formidable 
as  that  of  Verfajlles,  on  a  topip  of  internal  concern.  He 
faid  on)y,  th^t  ii>  the  negpciation  of  the  coqimercial  treaty, 
the  matter  ought  to  have  been  re{)refented  a^  a  thing  that  en- 
gendered fufpicipn,  and  which  was  likely  to  exafperate  the 
high-blooded  people  of  England.  But  the  npblp  Duke  had 
faid  we  had  nothing  to  do  with  their  ereftions  at  Gherbourgi 
|iori)ore  than  they  had  witji  ours  at  Portfmouth  and  Ply- 
niouth.  We  certainly  had  npt,  nor  perhaps  fo  much ;  for 
he  djd  pot  think  it  at  all  prolwble  that  the  French  woulA 
pbjecSt  to  our  fortifying  our  coafl,  fince,  on  the  invent  of  2^ 
invafion,  tliey  would  take  pofleffion  of  the  fortreflcs  as  ad* 
vantagcous  pofts^  But  the  noble  Duke  fai4,  thf^y  had  the 
power  granted  thepa  by  the  treaty  of  peace;  and  he  had  in- 
formed the  Houfe  that  they  were  going  to  fortify  Dunkirk. 
Now  he  had,  as  he  thpugnt,  fo  clearly  explained  what  had 
occurred  at  the  negociation  of  the  preliminary  articles,  with 
Tefp$6t  to  this  matter,  that  he  did  n0t  think  it  would  have 
been  ?gaip  brought  up.  The  fa6l  was,  there  was  pauchcon- 
verfation,  liiuch  redfonjng  on  the  fubje<£l: ;  but  it  was  made 
fo  peremptory  a  condition,  that  he  at  length  gave  way. 
There  were  two  grounds  ftated ;  one,  that  it  was  an  infult ; 
fecondly,  th^t  it  was  futije,  for  the  back-water  which  made 
the  port  of  Dunkirk,  might  be  carried  beyond  the  limits 
prefcribed  by  the  treaty.  But  though  he  yieldjed  the  point, 
lie  did  .it  on  the  moft  coniplete  affiirance  that  there  was  no 
defign  to  reftore  the  bafon  and  harbour  of  Dunkirk.  Ana 
farther  to  fatisfy  his  mind,  and  to  fecure  him?  as  he  had  faid, 
againft  the  caprice  and  projecSl  of  any  one  minifter,  Dunkirk 
was  to  be  taken  out  of  the  department  of  the  minifter  of  th^ 
marine,  and  put  into  the  department  of  M.  de  Vergennes. 
The  noble  Marquis  atcondderable  length  ftated  a  Ipngargu- 
inent  for  his  jCondu<9:  at  that  time;  and  procjeeded  to  the  ob- 
jedions :  on  the  obfcUrity  of  the  feventh  artick\  and  the  quef- 
'tion  of  India.^  Why  that  important  point  was  npt  fettled,  bt 
con/efled  aftonilhed  him.  The  noble  Duke  had  (aid,  that  b^ 
^new  not  how  it  could  have  been  fettled.  He  wifhcd  the 
hot>/e  Pvik$  \isA,  ^x]2\funft^x^\i£»si  v\sft  cvicumftaoces^  o£  tN 

"•^    ■  ^"'  '       ^'"     ^P^ 
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reaty.hehad  jnentionedon  a  ^rtnereye^ing,  and  which  was^ 
IS  he  tuKi  faid>  a  complete  furrender  of  all  the  advantages  of 
tt^e  India  Company,  as  well  as  of  its  privileges,  without 
iiaving  gained  one  thing  in  return.     He  ftated  this  at  great     ' 
length ;  and  then  came  to  Ireland :  This  matter  gave  him  the 
iiigheft  concern  as  well  as  aftonifhment.     When  he  lately 
lieard  in  the  country,  that  a  body  of  the  Irifh  privy  coun-^ 
feUqrs  had  been  colledted  in  England,  to  confult  with  mini-  ' 
<lry,  he  had  no  conception  that  the  conference  was  on  the 
bxh]t&,  of  a  French  treaty  with  Ireland,  while  England  and 
Ireland  ftill  remained  in  the  fame  diftra£led  ftate  as  before^ 
!^othmg  could  be  more  extraordinary  than  this ;  for  the 
time  was  favourable  ;  Ireland  was  a  nation  of  good  humour; 
the  Duke  of  Rutland  and  Mr.  Orde  were  men  who  would 
make  her  good-humoured,  if  (he  were  the  contrary :    the 
conduft  of  the  Englifh  manufafturers,  in  the  prefent  cafe  of 
fhe  French  treaty,  muft  cruih  all  their  former  objeflions  to 
\the  fyftem  of  the  Irtfh  propofitions.     The  prefent,  then, 
Was  the  moment  for  minifters  to  revive  the  idea  of  a  bcnefi- 
,cial  connexion.     Why  was  it  not  done  ?     He  did  not  mean 
the  vague,  ill-natured,  and  inadequate  Irifli  propofitions,  as 
they  were  called ;  but  a  plain,  fimple,  good-intentioned  fcheme 
pi  reciprocal  intercourse,  taking  off  the  ihackles  that  lay  on 
<our  tr^iing  laws ;  which  was  all  the  union  that  he  deured. 
And,  by  the  bye,  if  hejmight  not  be  called  impertinent  for 
^luding^o  another  part  of  the  kingdom,  in  which  he  had 
no  property,  he  would  fay  that  he  faw  no  objedlion  why 
iSeotland  might  not  gradually  receive  the  law  of  England. 
He  believed  many  of  their  moft  enlightened  men  were  ripe 
for  it.     If  thjs  wer.e  once  done,  and  the  common  law  of 
feugland,  as  it  now  happily  fubfifted,  the  fame  in  every  part 
of  the  Britifti  dominions,  and  preferved  the  fame  by  means 
jof.one  copsmen  court  of  appeal,  it  was  all  the  union  he  . 
jdefired.     But  to  return  to  Ireland  :-^  It  was  monftrous  to 
-think  that  their  privy  counfellors  ftiould  be  aflembled,  and 
nothing  be  done ;  at  a  time  too  when  the  Right  Boys  exhi- 
bited fbch  a  fcene,  to  whom,  for  ought  he  knew,  every  coi^- 
jDal  from  the  court  of  France  may  prove  a  minifter. 

He  concluded  with,  a  recommendation  to  Minifters  to  read 
Fcnelo^'s  admirable  treatife  on  the.effeSs  of  ill-humour,  i^ 
the  concluding  book  of  Telemaque — ^a  treatife,,  which  (he  ob- 
jferved)  fhould  be  written  on  "every  Minifter's  bed-poft. 

The  puke  of  Kichpnond  ri/ing  ne^ct,  faid, .  The  poble  Mar-  Duke  of 
fluia  has  ta^en  pains  to  prove,  that,,  on  a  former  day,  he  was  Richmoni. 
perfeftly  cofififtcnt  in  what  he  uttered  and  that  he  did  not 
Inquire  bow  far  the  noble  Marquis  might  fpeak  for  and  ag^^ainft 
ilie  treaty  at  the  time  alluded  to,  but  cerlavnX^,  ox\\!tv\%  v^\^^> 
b^^pble  Marquis  has  been  uniform*    He  Vi?i^  ^3lVvvlo\t£^^  ^^- 
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gucd  againft  it.     The  noble  Marquis*  explanation  of  the  &d     ^ 
refpcdting  the  article  of  Dunkirk  in  the  treaty  is  not  fatisEfe. 
toryv    That  article  the  French  take  advantage  of,  and  we  bars    ' 
no  right  to  queftion  their  condu£k.     The  noble  Marquis  in*     i 
finuates  fomething  about  the  fortifications  at  Portfmouth  anl    i 
Plymouth.    If  we  may  take  his  opinion  from  the  voice  ef  oer«   ^ 
tainperfons  in  another  place  (Col.  Barre,  &cc.}  the  noble  Mar-  '^ 
quis  has  changed  his  opinion  on  the  fubje£l   of  the  Englifli 
fortifications,  as  much  as  he  has  done  on  thofe  of  the  French, 
comparing  his  prefent  argument  with  his  treaty  of  peace:  for 
I  have  no  hefitation  in  declaring  to  your  L^rdfliips,  that 
when  the  plan  for  fortifying  Portfmouth  and  Plymouth  wai 
firft  fubmitted  by  me  to  the  noble  Marquis,  when  he  was  at 
the  head  of  the  adminiflration  of  this  country,  he  fignified  hit 
dire£t  approbation  of  that  plan.     The  noble  Marquis  talks    t 
about  India,  and  about  a  treaty,  a  moil  alarming,  dangeroui    . 
treaty,  which  happily  for  this  nation  the  French  rejefted.  I   / 
know  of  nofuch  thing — but  it  does  not  feem  that  that  which 
the  French  refufed  to  accept  was  greatly  injurious  tothii  " 
country  and  favourable  to  France.     The  noble  Marquis  is 
feelingly  alarmed  about  Ireland — the  Right  Boys  and  the  to- 
jnults  give  him  great  uneafinefs — the  aiTembling  of  a  number 
of  Irifli  Privy  Co  unfellors  in  London  gives  him  aftonifhment, 
I  cannot  help  taking  notice  of  a  very  vifible  change  in  the 
noble  Marquis'  mind  on  this  fubjefit  alfo;  for  now  thelriih 
propofitions  muft  be  Amplified.    The  ftate  in  which  they  were 
introduced,  and  in  which  they  paffed  this  Parliament,  tboo^ 
reje3ed  in  that  of  Ireland,  it  feems,  was  crude,  and  coupled 
with  political  matter,  which  juftly  alarmed  Ireland.    And  yet, 
my  Lords,  I  do  not  recolleft  that  the  noble  Marqqis  figni- 
fied his  difapprobation  of  the  plan  when  it  was   before  this 
Houfe;  on  the  contrary,  I  believe  the  noble  Marquis  gave  it 
his  direS  concurrence. 
Marquis  of     The  J^larquis  of  Lanfdown  anfwercd  thus:  I  beg  that  when 
Unfdown  ^he  noble  Duke  is  difpofed  to  animadvert  on  my  words,  or  on 
my  condufb,  he  will  reprefent  them  correftly.    The  noUe 
Duke  fays,  that  from  the  conduft  of  certain  perfons  in  ano- 
ther place,  my  opinions  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  fortifications 
xnay  be  gathered.'    It  is  furely  a  very  incompetent  way  of  at 
'  certainirig  a  Lord^s  fentiments,  to  argue  that  certain  perfons 
in  another  place  talked  fo  and  fo.     I  beg  leave  to  fay,  that  the 
honourable  perfons  to  whom  the  noble  Duke  alludes,  are  infi- 
nitely more  capable  of  forming  a  mature,  fenfible,  and  fcicn* 
tific  judgement  on  the  plan  of  fortifications  than  I  am  of  ad« 
vifing  them— and  ou  that  head,  at  leaft,  they  require  no  io- 
/irnftions  from  me,  *\5  lm;i^\ie^\3^^ci^^^'ax'5i5\'^  v\m^  to  in- 
fluence  their  minds.     Oi  t\it\x  eotv$^\\iE>.\  ^o  xv^x^'^w^^Ns^fiX 
4o  not  defire  to  dv^g^uvfe  n\^  o^tv  fc\i\\^^T.x&.  ^1  ^^^ 
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)uke  has  any  proof  of  my  having  fignified.my  direct  appra- 
)ation  of  the  plan  of  fortifications,  let  him  produce  it— ^let 
i^im  fubmit  it  to  your  Lordfhips — until  he  does  this,  I  con- 
tent myfelf  with  a  folemn  declaration,  that  I  never  did  give 
my  approbation  to  the  noble  Duke  of  that  plan,  either  before 
or  fince  I  left  His  Majefty*$  employment.  When  in  office, 
it  was  my  duty,  and  it  is  confiftent  with  my  regular  habits  of 
a£ting,  never  to  commit  myfelf  baftily. — On  every  topic  I 
took  the  advice  of  thofe,  in  whofe  knowledge  and  ability  on 
diepoint  inqueftion  I  had  the  fulleft  confidence;  and  having 
their  opinions  in  writing,  I  weighed  their  force,  and  made  up 
my  own  mind.  On  this  plan  1  purfued  this  courfe. — I  not 
only  confulted  my  own  confidential  friends,  but,  which  is 
alfo  ever  my  plan,  I  took  the  opinion  of  certain  perfons  of 
high  charafler  in  this  Houfe,  who  though  not  agreeing  with 
me  in  politics,  I  confidered  as  above  others  capable  of  giving^ 
an  authoritative  opinion  on  the  fubjeft  (Vifcount  Lord 
Townfhend,  &c.  &c.)  This  neceflarily  took  time — and  in 
the  mean  time  I  aver,  I  did  not  fignify  my  approbation  to  the 
noble  Duke.  At  that  time  the  Houfe  may  fuppofc  I  was  fully 
occupied  with  bufinefs  that  embarrafled  me.  I  was  fettling 
the  important  meafure  of  the  preliminaries  of  peace,  and  in 
addition  to  the  weight  of  thofe  who  oppofed  the  meafure  in 
Parliament,  1  believe  it  is  no  great  fecrct  that  there  were  dif- 
ficulties among  ourfelves.  I  might  have  reafon  to  fear  under 
all  the  circumftances  of  that  time  that  the  noble  Duke  might 
change  his  mind,  and  I  Aiuft  neceflTarily  dread  the  change  of 
one  in  feven.  So  critically  fituated,  when  the  noble  Duke  re- 
ferred his  plan,  there  might  perhaps  be  a  degree  of  addrefs  on 
my  part  in  fpeaking  to  the  noble  Duke.  It  was  natural — it 
might  be  neceiTary—but  I  folemnly  declare  I  never  direflly 
approved  of  the  plan ;  and  I  fay  again,  if  the  noble  Duke  has 
any  proofs  of  my  a£ent,  let  him  publifh  them. 

The  noble  Duke  fays,  there  is  no  treaty  with  the  French 
about  India  that  he  knows  of.  I  am  aftonifhed  at  this.  I 
know  the  noble  Duke  is  fufficieiitly  induftrious,  fcrutinizing, 
and  tenacious,  in  o£5ce.  He  is  not  likely  to  fufier  the  infult 
of  the  concealment  of  confidential  meafures.  I  do  not  mean 
to  be  officious,  nor  to  flir  up  any  quarrel  between  him  and 
his  colleagues,  but  if  the  noble  IJuke  does  not  know,  I  beg 
leave  to  tell  him,  that  there  was  a  treaty  made  out  here,  by 
which  the  privileges  of  the  India  Company  were  completely 
€0  be  facrificed  to  the  French,  without  a  fingle  ftipulation  in 
return ;  and  this  treaty  unaccountably  rejeaed  in  Paris  by 
means  of  intrigue  ariung  from  private  intereft.  The  noble 
Duke  fays,  I  did  not  originally  obje£l:  to  the  Irifli  propofi- 
tions-^I  did  not— I  had  my  reafons^— ftrong  forcible  reafons. 
I  f^w  at  the  time  all  the  political  objedlions  which  Ireland 

was 
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was  likely,  and  which  Ireland  afterwards  did  take  op,  but  I 
did  not  care  to  fpeak  my  mind  in  this  Houfe — why?— Be-      ., 
caufe  I  know  that  fuch  people  as  his  Grace  would  be  ready  to      t 
carp  at  my  words,  and  fo  fay  that  I  was  anxious  to  inflaitt      » 
the  Irl/h  people,  and  to  propagate  infidious  alarms. 
Dnkcf^f  The  Duke  of  Richmond  replied  thus:  I  am  not  apt,  my      * 

Richmond.  Lords,  to  make  an  aflertion  without  found  authority*    The      \ 
noble  Marquis  fays,  bring  forward  your  proof,  if  you  have      ^ 
any  proof,  of  my  having  approved  the  plan  of  fortifications. 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Marquis  fignified  his  approbation  in 
the  prefence  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and,  to  my 
mind  and  undcrftanding,  gave  his  dired  aflent.     The  noble 
Marquis  now  fays,  that  having  at  that  time  a  great  objed  to 
carry,  the  times  being  tick4rui,  and  one  vote  in   feven  beinj    . 
ferious,  he  might  fpeak  to  me  with  a  degree  of  addrefs.    My 
Lords,  I  muft  pronounce  my  abhorrence  of  fuch  condufi:  in    ! 
His  Majefty's  cabinet — and  if  a  perfon  entrufted  with  the 
higheft  ofl&ce  in  Adminiftration,  at  the  head  of  the  Treafury^     1 
can  conceal  his  fentiments  on  a  plan,  in  which  the  Treafury    ' 
is  interefted  as  requiring  money,  and  which  can  only  pafs    . 
through  the  diredi  fupport  of  the  firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury,     . 
I  fay,  my  Lords,  I  never  can  a(Sl  in  confidential  fituations    i 
with  fuch  people.     The  noble  Marquis  fays,  he  might  have    1 
his  fears  at  that  moment  of  my  changing  my  mind.    My     ' 
Lords,   our    indiflFcrence  arofe  from   my  not  changing-! 
thought  that  the  preliminary  articles  were  not  what  he  had 
a  right  to  expedl,  and  what  I  am  convinced  we  had  the  ability 
to  procure.    I  thought  fo  then,  and  I  think  foiiow. 
MarqiTis  of     The  Msirqu'is  of  Lon/down  rifing  again  faid:  My  Lords,  1 
i-«n£lown.  am  in  your  memory.     Did  I  aflert  what  the  noble  Duke  has 
been  pleafed  to  attribute  to  me,  or  rather  did  my  words  hear 
the  interpretation  given  to  them?  Did  I  infinuate,  that  for 
political  purpofes  I  might  find  it  convenient  to  deceive  thi 
noble  Duke  by  a  pretended  approbation  of  his  plan.   My  fug- 
geftion  went  to  this,  ^nd  it  was  only  furmife,  that  perhapc 
from  the  critical  ftate  of  the  cabinet  at  that  moment,  I  might, 
not  inftantly  provoke  a  very  irritable  mind  by  a  dneSt  rejec- 
tion of  his  fcheme.     But  does  the  noble  Duke  ntean  to  affeit 
that  I  direftly  approved  of  it  ?  for  there  is  a  material  difference 
betwixt  withholding  for  a  time  one*s  doubts,  and  pretending 
falfely  one's  approbation.     The  noble  Duke  fays  the  Chan- 
cellor ot  the  Exchequer  was  prefent — If  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  thinks  I  fignified  my  tipprobation,  he  very  much 
mifapprehended  me.     but  I  beg  it  may  be  thoroughly  can- 
vafl[ed.    1  have  the  means  of  completely  proving  that  I  nei- 
ther did,  nor  could  give  my  diredb  approbation,   when  fob- 
mitted  to  me  in  the  prefence  of  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man* 
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The  noble  Duke  has  avowed,  his  difapprobationof  the  trea- 
ty of  peace.  That  dirapprohation  is  public.  1  wifli  to  God 
I  durA  declare  the  whole  ftpry  of  the  noble  Duke's  oppofition 
to  that  treaty.  Your  Lordfliips  muft  remember  the  ftrong 
arguments  he  made  ufe  of  in  this  Houfe  for  the'  neceflity  of  a 
peace — after  which  the  noble  Duke  dif  approved  of  the  pcace^ 
which  was  made.  Btfore  I  fit  dowp  1  muft  be  permitted  to 
fay,  that  I  agree  with  the  noble  Duke,  in  thinking  it  im* 
pofGble  that  confidential  men  can  act  with  one  another  if  there 
rs  difguife  between  them — difguife  amounting  to  infincerity. 
I  call  God  to  witnefs,  that  I  have  ever  ftudied  to  bear  myfelf 
to  my  colleagues  with  the  utmoft  and  the  moft  hand  Tome  fair- 
nefs.  I  have  not,  fince  I  quitted  His  Majefty's  fervice,  fliewn 
any  great  eageraefs  for  place;  nor  have  1  fet  up  any  captious 
•  oppofition  to  the  Minifters  of  the  day;  much  lefs  have  I  en- 
deavoured to  draw  about  me  a  party — to  ereft  a  ftandard— or 
to  conciliate  and  influence  Lords  and  gentlemen  to  aflift  me 
in  any  objedt  of  ambition.  The  noble  Duke  will  not,  I  .think, 
charge  me  with  this,  and  therefore  he  fhould  give  me  credit 
for  candour  at  leaft,  in  delivering  my  fentiments  on  any 
fubjea. 

'The  Duke  of  Richmond  tepWed :  The  noble  Marquis  fays  l^j'^e  of 
there  is  a  material  difference  between  withholding  doubts  and  ^^^^^^oo* 
pretending  approbation.  Put  it  on  the  noble  Marquis'  own 
gVound— I  fay  that  the  fuppreiTion  of  doubts,  on  a  great  plan 
of  expence,  ^nd  in  an  important  national  objefl,  is  unpardon- 
able in  one  Miniftet  towards  another.  Becaufe  a  Minifter  ha^ 
an  objedl  to  carry,  is  he  to  carry  his  fubtilty  into  the  cabinet.? 
It  is  a  mode  of  negociation  pardonable  with  enemies;  but 
when  fuch  craft  occupies  the  place  of  plain-dealing,  of  com- 
plete candour^  and  of  good  faith,  which  ought  ever  to  poflefs 
the  councils  of  the  nation,  there  muft  be  difcomfiture  and 
ruin.  ■   The  noble  Marquis  afks  me  if"  he  has  manifefted  any 

freat  eagernefs  to  get  into  place,  or  to  draw  me  to  his  fide* 
know  not  what  the  noble  Marquis  has  done  lately,  or  what 
he  is  doing  now;  but  1  think  I  remember  the  time  when  he 
feemed  dilpofed  to  colle£l  a  body  of  friends,  and  when  he 
even  thought  it  worth  his  while  to  invite  fo  infignificant  a 
perfon  as  myfelf  to  join  him.  The  noble  Marquis  fays,  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thinks  that  he  fignified  his 
approbation,  he  mifunderftood  him.  Ifimply  aver,  that  I  fa 
underftood  the  noble  Marquis.  The  plan  was  fubmitted  to 
him  in  the  prefence  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  my 
own  houfe,  where  they  did  me  the  honour  to  come  for  the 
purpofe. 

The  Marquis  of  Lanfdbwn,  The  noble  Duke  feems  de-  Marquis  of 
termined  not  to  underftand  me.  I  agree  with  him  that  the  Lanfdowa. 
fuppreffion  of  doubts  would  be  unpardonable,  if  that  fup- 
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preflion  weqt  fo  far  as  to  delude  a  collegue  to  hazard  his  plan 
before  Parliament,  where  he  was  to  be  abandoned  and  ex- 
pofed.  I  challenge  the  noble  Duke  to  prove  that  any  fuch 
fuppreffion  took  place.  Was  he  deluded  to  bring  it  before 
parliament?  My  Lords,  as  the  noble  Duke  has  gofte  fo  far,  I 
will  tell  your  Lordfhips,  that  before  I  quitted  office,  I  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  noble  Duke,  prefling  me  to  give  him 
my  decifive  opinion  on  his  plan.  Did  this  indicate  my  hav- 
ing  approved  the  fcheme  even  in  degree?  I  defy  the  noble 
Duke  to  produce  a  fcrape  of  a  pen  on  the  fubjedt  from  me. 
That  letter  the  noble  Duke  is  very  welcome  to  fee;  I  /hall 
deliver  it  to  him  to  affift  his  recolleflion  as  foon  as  he 
pleafes. 
Richmond.  ^^^  ^"^^  Richmond.  Any  letter  of  mine  of  which  the 
*  noble  Marqis  is  poffefled,  will  be  fair  teftimony;  and  as  fuch 
the  noble  Marquis  will  properly  produce  it.  In  the  mean 
time  I  adhere  to  my  flrong  aflertion,  that  he  fignified  his  ap- 
probation of  the  plan  in  the  prefence  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  defire  to  know  if  the  noble  Marquis  will  agree 
to  refer  the  difputed  fa£l  to  the  memory  of  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman.  ^ 
Marquis  of  The  Maquis  of  Lanfdown.  I  will  fubmit  it  wJih  confi- 
Ladfdown.  ^^^^^  ^q  ^\^q  ^ight  honourable  gentleman;  but  ftilll  fhall  pro- 
duce the  letter  of  his  Grace. 

[Mr.  Pitt  being  behind  the  throne,  fome  Lords  faid,  *' A& 

**  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ;'* — but  this  was  fuddenly 

rejefled  by  a  general  cry  of  **  No— no.*'] 

Y^h  m'*^"      ^^^^  tValfingham  then,  flightly  adverted  to  the  fubjeft  of 

J0£  am.     tbe  treaty  offered  to  France  for  their  India  Company,  and 

mentioned  the  public  reafons  given  for  itsrejeSion  in  Paris. 

The  Marquis  of  Lanfdowne  anfwered,  that  it  was  private 
intereft  only  which  reje6led  it. 

Vifcount  Stormont  now  drew  the  Houfe  back  to  the  q»cC» 
tion,  and  they  divided  on  the  firft  refolution. 
Contents     79  Not  contents     a8 

Proxies        15  Poixies  7 

94.  35 

The  Houfe  then  went  through  the  other  refolations. 
The  Houle  adjourned. 

Tuefday^  6th  March. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read,  the  Ldrds  entered  into  I 

debate  concerning  the  addrefs  on  the  commercial  treaty. 

▼ifcoiint         Vifcount  Stormont  obferved,  that  had  he  been  a  friend  X% 

Storxnout     the  treaty,  he  fliould  have  thought  it  his  duty  to  have  op- 

pofed  the  addrefs,  as  unprecedented,  unparliamentary,  and  un- 
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conftitutional.  He  renewed  his  argument  againft  the  treaty, 
in  as  much  as  it  contained  matter  that  could  not  but  mate- 
rially clog  and  embarrafs  Government  in  the  negociation  of 
their  treaties  of  commerce  with  other  ftates.  He  imputed  the 
meafure  of  voting  an  addrefs  to  the  great  hafte  of  France  to 
have  the  treaty  fo  fanftioned,  and  particularly  defired  to  bis 
underflood  as  contending  and  maintaining  that  no  addrefs  to 
the  Crown  could  (b  far  pledge  the  Parliament  as  to  preclude 
the  freedom  of  future  debate,  when  any  bill  or  bills  fliould  be 
brought  in  to  carry  the  treaty  into  efFe£^, 

The  Marquis  of  Buckingham  defended  the  ;iddrefs,  bv  af-  Marquis  of 
ferting  that  there  were  many  precedents  for  fuch  a  proceed-  ^"*^^*"fi* 
ing,  were  it  worth  while  to  take  up  their  Lord /hi  p*s  time   *"* 
with  referring  to  them  feverally.     The  Marquis  inftanced  a 
fubfidy  treaty  in  1725,  and  one  or  two  more.     With  regard 
to  pledging  the  Houfe,  nao&  undoubtedly  no  addrefs  could  fo 
far  pledge,the  Houfe  as  to  preclude  their  Lord/hips  from 
freely  dilcuiffing  fucli  bills  as  /hall  hereafter  come  before  them. 
The  addrefs  did  not  hind  them  to  the  particular  mode  of  car- 
rying the  treaty  intoefie<£l,  but  merely  conveyed  an  affurance 
to  the  Crown,  that  they  would  take  the  proper  ileps  to  carry 
it  mto  effefl* 

'.  Lord  Portche/ier  ftated,  that  the  cafe  of  a  commercial  trea-  Lord  Port« 
ty  and  a  treaty  of  fubfidy,  were  effentially  diftindl  and  dif-  chtfter. 
fcrent.  In  the  cafe  of  a  fubfidy,  the  Hpufe  agrees  to  make 
good  the  engagement  of  the  Crown,  by  furnishing  the.  fum 
neceffary ;  but  in  order  to  give  a  commercial  treaty  eflPedl, 
they  muft  alter  the  exifting  laws  of  the  land.  He  therefore, 
condemned  th>5  addrefs,  as  a  far  more  objedlionable  meafure 
than  the  treaty,  and  joined  Vifcount  Stormont  in  deeming  it  a 
mode  of  proceeding  unprecedented,  unparliamentary  and  un- 
conftitutional- 

The  Earl  of  Warwick  fpoke  in  fupport  of  the  motion. 

The  Duke  of  Manchejler^  imagining  that  the  Earl  of  War-  d^^^c  of 
wick  (had  fome  perfonal  meaning,  when,  fpeaking  of  a  parti-  ManchdUi 
cular  part  of  the  treaty,  he  had  faid,  «*  the  fair  bloflbms  of 
•«  truth  are  blafled  by  malevolence/*  rofe  to  comment  otithe 
expreffion,  but  was  flopped  by 

The  Earl  of  Warwick,  who  explained  himfelf. 

Lord  Grey  (of  Wilton)  concluding  that  the  terms  of  unpre-  jLofd  Gif 
-cedented,  unparfiamentary,  and  unconflitutional,  as  applied 
to  the  addrefs,  were  defigned  to  extend  alfo  to  the  mover  of  it, 
rofe  to  defend  himfelf  from  fuch  an  imputation,  and  declared, 
that  as  the  former  reprefentativc  in  the  other  Houfe,  and  as 
an  inhabitant  of  a  large  manufacturing  country,  he  had  mov- 
ed the  addrefs,  confcious  that  in  Lancaihire  fix  out  of  every 
feven  manufadurers  confidtred  the  treaty  as  the  moft  eflentiil 
benefit  to  trade  that  could  be  defired;  fiivc^  vX  VvaA  ^^t.*^^ 
irii/fej  a  biiik  circulation  of  it. 

Q  2  V^i 
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Lord  Port*      Lord  For tchcjier  (d\iy  that  he  imagined  the  noble  Lordal- 
chcftcr.       luded  to  words  ipoken by  him,  and  the  noble  Vifcoiint  near  him. 
He  certainly  did  not  mean  to  apply  the  terms  to  ihe  noble 
mover  bf  the  addrefs;  but  fpeaking  of  the  addrefs,  he  had  1     i 
right  to  hold  that  language.  \ 

Earl  Fauconberg'and  the  Earl  of  Morton  fpoke  in  favour 
of  the  addrefs. 
Ld. Lough-      Lord  Loughborough  reprobated  the  addrefs  as  holding  out 
borough,     to  the  Crown  a  language  of  grofs  falfehood.     It   O^ted  that    \ 
they  had  taken  the  commercial  treaty  into  their  moft  ferioui     ' 
confideration;  whereas,  parliamentarily  fpeaking,  they  coulj 
not  he  faid  to     ave  taken  anything  into  their  moft  ferious 
confideration  th  t  they  had  not  proceeded  upon  by  bill.    He 
pointed  out  inconvehiencies  that  would  refult  from  different     i 
articles  of  the  treaty,  and  in   particular  that  of  foreigners    j 
coming  and  fetting  up  fliops   in  different  parfs  of  England, 
which   was   dire6tiy   in  the    teeth  of  an  exifting   la\y.    He 
condemned  the  addrefs   as  futile,   ufelefs,  and  rtiigatory,  as 
well  as  unparliamentary  and  unconftitutiona I;  unprecedented, 
he  faid,  he  feared  It  was  not*     In  that  aflertion   his  noble     j 
friend  near  him  had  been  miftaken.     If  their  Lord fhips  chofe 
to  go  back  to  the  reigns  of  Charles  I.  and  II.  plenty  of  pre- 
cedents  might   he  found;  but  were  tjiofe  (he  afked)  juft  the 
periods  of  our  hiftory,  whence  noble  Lords  would  be  fond  of 
felef^ing  precedents?  He'reafoned  on  the  danger  of  opening  a 
communication  between  Parliament  and  the  Crown,  and  faid 
that  it  might  lead  fo  far,  as  to  encourage  the  Crown  to  fend 
meflages  to  Parliament    to  quicken    its  deliberations  about 
particular  meafures ;  and  introduce  other  mifchiefs. 
LordChan-      The   Lord  Chancellor   taking    a    review    of    the    varioos 

grounds  of  6l)je6lion  urged  againft  the  treaty,  as  well  . 
as  againft  the  addrefs,  obferved,  that  had  the  debate  been 
lefs  indefinite,  it  would  have  proved  intelligible.  He  ex- 
pelled to  have  heard  the  term  pledging  better  and  more 
fully  explained,  and  to  have  been  told  how  far  the  addrefs 
pledged  their  Lord/hips,  either  in  an  unparliamentary,  or  an 
unconftitutional  manner.  Unprecedented  they  had  juft  heard 
the  addrefs  was  not;  becaufe  if  they  referred  to  certain  unpo- 
pular reigns,  it  fo  happened  that  a  fufficient  number  of  pre- 
cedents might  be  found.  The  fa6t  was,  that  precedents  were 
•to  be  met  with  in  better  times,  as  the  noble  Marquis  who 
fpoke  fecond  in  tlie  debate  had  fliewn,  wheil  he  inftanced  the 
treaties  of  1720  and  1725.  The  Lord  Chancellor  replied  to 
that  part  of  Lord  Loughborough's  argument  in  which  he  had 
talked  of  the  danger  of  opening  a  communication  betwieenthc 
Crown  *ind  Parliament,  and  dwelt  on  the  various  inftances  in 
which  the'Crownhy  meffA^evc\\^\\tfo  vuterfere.  With  regard 
to  the  Houfc'being  pled^eO^  \^^  \\\^;i.^^\^^^^\i\^\iSi\^Vv^\^- 
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minded  them,  that  in  the  progrefs  of  every  hill  of  bills,  they 
Would  have  repeated  opportunity  to  difcufs  the  fuhjeft  of  each 
hill,  to  vote  for  the  hill  or  bills  if  they  approved  them,  and 
againft  them  if  they  difapproved  them.  Having  diftufled  the 
queftion  of  the  addrefs,  he  proceeded  to  notice  the  various  ob« 
je6lions  that  had  been  taken  to  the  treaty.  He  mentioned  the 
alarm  about  the  Family  Compa6l,ftating  that  rnoft  part  of  the 
treaty  fo  called,  v^ras  a  treaty  which  no  nation  upon  earth  had 
a  right  to  fay  France  and  Spain  might  not  make.  The  25th 
article  indeed,  which  declared  all  treaties  of  the  two  Crowns 
^«?iih  other  ftates  null  and  void,  was  an  enormous  article,  and 
juftly'gave  offence  to  thofe  ftates,  who  very  naturally  declarr 
ed  their  treaiies  fhould  not  he  abrogated  without  their  confent. 
But,  what  part  of  the  Family  Compadl  did  the  7th  article  of 
the  commercial  treaty  with  France  recognize?  The  24th  ar- 
ticle, that  whilch  entitled  Spaniards  to  be  confidered  in  all 
rcfpefts  the  fame  as  Frenchmen  when  in  France,  and  French- 
men as  Spaniards  when  in  Spain,  was  an  exchange  of  privi- 
leges which  furely  Great  Britain  would  not  be  juftified  in 
murmuring  at.  He  obferved,  that  .\  noble  Marquis  had  ad- 
vifeda  remonftrance  to  be  made  to  France  on  account  of  the 
fortifications  now  carrying  on  at  Cherbourg.  He  afked  where 
was  the  Miniilcr  who  would  venture  to  make  fuch  a  remon- 
ftrance? [The  Marquis  of  Ljinfdown  faid  he  would.]  The 
Lord  Chancellor  then  afked  by  what  part  of  tHfe  law  of  nations 
had  we  a  right  to  remonftrate.  [The  Marquis  of  Lanfdowne 
iaid  "  We  had  no  right."]  The  Lord  Chancellor  proceeded 
to  flate  the  improbability  of  our  obtaining  any  fort  of  fatis- 
faflion  whatever,  were  a  remonftrance  to  be  fent,  where,  con- 
fefledly,  we  had  no  ground  of  right  to  ftand  on,  and  where> 
of  coiirfe,  our  application  would  be  laughed  at  as  abfurd  and 
ridiculous.  He  next  mentioned  the  Eaft  Indies,  and  faid 
that  quarter  of  the  globe  had  been  mentioned,  as  if  we 
expedted  France  to  give  us  fomething  there,  an  d'aiked  if  it  was 
Chandenagore  or  Fondicherry  that  we  wanted  ?  Let  it  be 
which  it  would,  a  commercial  treaty  was  not  the  medium  of 
negoeiation  by  which  any  addition  of  territory  was  to  be  ob- 
tained. Ireland  he  alfo  fpoke  of,  and  contertded  that  to  have 
treated  wiih  Ireland  previous  to  treating  with  France,  the 
prefentdircumftances  and  fituation  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land confidered,  would,  in  his-  mind,  have  been  a  moft  un- 
wife  proceeding. 

"Vifcount  StormontRdit^d  that  the  treaty  of  Utrecht,  wasa  vifco^ni 
treaty  of  which  France  always  wanted  to  get  rid;  and  th^t  s^°»^o"' 
tfee  iJuke  de  Choifeul,  when  the  Duke  of  Bedford  negociated 
the  peace  of  Paris  in  1763,  had  maintained  that  as  the  treaty 
of  Utrecht  had  not  been  mentioned  in  the  treaty  of  jfix  la 
Cba/>j>e/^,  it  was  w  longer  an  exifting  lt^^V^%    "Ha  de^V^x^ 
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tliat  the  neutral  code  and  the  law  of  nations  were  cbnvertible 
terms;  and  he  begged  the  Houfe  to  hohl  it  in  their  recollec- 
tion, that  they  had  heard  from  one  of  the  higheft  autho- 
rities, that  the  addrefs  did  not  in  any  fort  pledge  the  Houfe^ 
or  preclude  the  freedom  of  debating  and  voting  on  the  bills 
hereafter  to  be  brought  in. 
firqnis  of  jj,g  Marquis  of  Lanfdown  faid  that  he  would  in  a  few  calm 
-*"^^*"'  words,  after  the  many  warm  ones  which  had  been  delivered, 
in  thecourfeof  the  debates  foi^  the  paft  three  days,  reply  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon  the 
woolfack.  And  firfl,  with  regard  to  the  addrefs,  he  had  no 
occafion  to  go  at  all  into  that;  he  was  perfeflly  fatisfied  to 
fend  it  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne,  there  to  remain  a  dead  let-  , 
ler  till  that  Houfe,  by'adis  of  their  own  fliould  pleafe  to  give 
it  life  and  animation.  The  noble  and  learned^iLord  had  faid, 
where  is  the  Minifter  that  would  venture  to  fend  a  remon-. 
'  jtrance  (his  own  word,  however\  was  a  reprefentation,  for  rc- 
monftrance  was  an  harlh  word)  to  the  Court  of  France  on 
the  fubjedl:  of  Cherbourg?, when  he  ha4  taken  the  liberty  of 
interrupting  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  faid,  thatt  he 
would.  1  he  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  next  afked,  what 
Tight  did  the  law  of  nations  give  them  to  put  a  queftion  to 
Fiance  on  the  fubjedl,  when  he  had  again  interrupted  the 
nol>Ie  and  learSpd  Lord  and  anfvvered,  VVe  have  no  right. 
Upon  whicli  tlie  noble  and  learned  Lord  ,had  very  trium- 
phantly ridiculed  the  idea  of  proceeding  where  there  was  ac- 
knowledged to  be  no  ground  of  right.  They  (his  Lordfhip 
ibid)  had  no  large  wigs  and  big  gowns  to  lend  them  an  air  of 
weight  and  of  authority,  but  there  were  fome  among  them 
who  once  were  Minifters ;  and  who  had  fome  experience,  and 
as  nice  an  idea  of  honour  as  other  men.  He  well  knew  that 
plain  good  felife  and  the  reafon  of  the  thing  properly  put  to  a 
foreign  court  would  do  much  more  than  mere  right.  Upon 
that  ground,  he  had  ailed  when  in  office  in  1782,  when  Mon- 
fieur  du  Chatelet  had  queftioned  him  about  the  fortification 
of  Turks  Ifland.  As  long  as  Monfieur  du  Chatelet  ftood  on 
the  ground  of  right,  and  peremptorily  demanded  an  anfwer, 
be  would  not  make  him  a  word  of  reply.  At  laft  the  French 
Minifler  faw  his  error ;  he  changed  his  tone,  he  put  the  quef- 
tion upon  the  plain  fenfe  and  reafon  of  the  thing,  faying, 
France  and  Great  Britain  have  diftant  territories  enough  to 
fortify;  France  has  claims  on  Turks  Iflatid;  and  why,  by 
•  ^  fortifying,  create  a  jealoufy  between  the  two  Crowns?  He 

thatinftant,  fatisfied  Monfieur  du  Chatelet  completely.    He 
p')ve  him  the  fulleft  afluraiices  that  not  a  fingle  ftone  was 
phced,  or  meant  to  he  p\acev\^owTw\V^\^"3A\^,  The  matter  . 
ecjJed  iin  iiicdi ately .     \  w  Vvke  m^LUuei  V^^ V^  -^QcvjA  x^^^^'^^x^^, 
CorficjL,  and  had  the  (avive  Vu\^  o^  co^$^N3.5X\i^^vv  ^^nx^V^^^  "^^  ^ 
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he  was  out  of  oflBce,  be  was  perfuaded  that  Corfiqa  would  not 
now  have  been  in  the  hands  of  France.  The  Marquis  ob- 
ferved  that  he  would  not  anfwer  the  argument  about  the 
treaty  of  Utrecht,  as  the  noble  Vifcount  had  anfwered  it  fo 
fully.  The  fadl  undoubtedly  was,  that  France  had  always 
wanted  to  get  rid  of  that  treaty.  He  declared  he  was  perfect- 
ly aftonifhed  to  have  heard  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  fpeak 
as  he  had  done  of  the  neutral  code,  and  talk  of  a  treaty  of 
navigation  as  feparable  from  a  commercial  treaty.  To  fucli 
an  argument  he  knew  not  what  anfwer  to  make.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Eaft  Indies,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  com- 
pletely miftaken  him.  He  wanted  no  exchange  of  Chande- 
nagore.  He  had  fpoken  on  a  former  occafion,  of  a  treiktj 
between  the  two  Companies,  that  of  Great  Britain  and  that 
of  France,  which,  had  it  not  failed,  would.have  given  a  fa- 
tal blow  to  our  navigation,  our  commerce  and  our  policy  in 
India,  He  was  glad  it  had  failed.  Having  faid  thus  much, 
l^e  declared,  he  wiflied  to  give  the  treaty  his  hearty  approval. 
He  meant  to  do  fo  in  the  fuUeft  manner,  and  by  no  mearts  to 
flirink  from  the.fliare  of  refponfibility  belonging  to  him. 
There  were  fome  things,  that  might,  perhaps,  have  been  done, 
better,  by  more  cautious  Minifters;  but  by  far  the  gregteft 
part  not  fo  well.  Poffibly  more  cautious  Minifters  would 
have  treated  firft  with  Portugal.  He  declared,  in  his  con- 
fcience,  he  believed  it  was  better  as  it  was;  for,  fuch  had 
been  the  difficulties  that  he  had  found  in  endeavouring  to  ob- 
tain redrefs  for  the  merchants'  many  grievances,  that  per- 
haps, without  fuch  an  advantage  as  a  commercial  treaty  with 
France  in  our  hands,  we  fliould  not  have  been  able  to  obtain 
any  redrefs.  More  cautious  minifters,  alfo  would  probably 
have  treated  with  Ireland,  before  they  wient  to  treat  with 
France.  He  was  convinced  it  was  more  likely  to  turn  out 
well,  not  to  have  done  fo.  Ireland  might  cafily  be  fettled 
with,  and  various  opportunities  might  be  found  to  manage 
and  adjuft  all  the  lefier  omiflions  that  he  had  before  fpoken  to. 
Therefore  fuch  as  the  treaty  was  he  gave  it  his  full  concur- 
rence, and  Minifters  were  welcome  to  any  little  affiftance 
he  might  be  able  to  give  them  in  its  fgpport.  With  regard 
to  what  had  pafled  the  preceding  night  between  him  and  the 
noble  Duke,  if  the  noble  Duke  was  contented,  let  him  upon 
maturer  recolledlion  have  found  himfelf  ever  fo  much  in  the 
right,  he  was  willing  to  let  it  reft  where  they  left*  it  the  pre- 
ceding evening. 

The  Lor)i  ChanceHar  replied,  th^t  he  really  meant  to  have     Lord 
faid  nothing  that  ftiould  have  appeared  ofFenfive  to  the  noble  Chancellor 
Marquis:  he  explained  fqveral  parts  of  his  former  fpeech, 
and  admitted,  that  he  had  miftaken  the  Marquis'  argument 
relative  to  the  Eai\  Indies. 
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Marquis  of     The  Marquls  of  Lanfdown  paid  the  Chancellor  fome  com- 
Lanfdown.  plinients  on  the  nice  fenfe   of  honour  which,  he  faid,  he 

well  knew  him  to  be  aftuated  by. 
Duke  of  The  Duke  of  Richmond  obferved,  that  at  that  late  hour 

Richmond,  of  the  night  he  would  take  up  as  little  of  their  Lordfhips' 
time  as  poiTible :  he  then  juftified  the  addrefs  on  different 
grounds,  and  quoted  the  precedent  of  the  addrefs  of  the 
year  1782  on  the  fubjedl:  of  the  repeal  of  the  a6t  of  the  6tb 
of  George  the  Firft.  After  laying  fome  ftrefs  on  the  prece- 
dent, and  recfojiing  on  its  fimilarity  to  the  addrefs  then  mo- 
ved, he  came  at  length  to  take  notice  of  that  part  of  the 
Marquis  of  Lanfdown^s  fpeech,  in  which  the  Marquis  had 
talked  of  what  had  pafled  the  preceding  evening  on  fubjedls 
foreigti  to  the  debate,  and  had  declared,  that  if  the  noble 
l>uke  had  no  objedlion,  however  he  (the  Marquis)  might, 
upon  mature  recolledlion,  have  reafon  to  think  himfelf  in 
the  right,  he  was  contented  to  let  the  matter  reft  as  it  ftood 
at  prefent.  To  that  propofition  the  Duke  declared  he  would 
by  no  means  confent;  and  their  Lordfhips,  he  trufted,  would 
confider  the  peculiar  fituation  in  which  he  ftood,  and  have  • 
the  goodnefs  on  that  account  to  fufFer  him  to  detain  them 
fome  ftiort  time  longer,  wliile  he  called  upon  the  noble  Mar- 
quis to  produce  that  letter  of  his  which  he  had  the  da,y  be- 
fore faid  he  had  in  his  pofTeflion,  and  what  he  had  declared 
would  prove,  that  he  (the  noble  Marquis)  as  firft  Lord  of 
the  Treafury,  had  never  fignified  his  approbation  of  the 
fyftem  of  fortifications  that  had  been  fubmitred  to  theHoufe 
of  Commons  as  a  meafure  of  Government, 

The  Marquis  of  Lanfdown  defired  to  know  the  date  of 
the  converfation  that  the  noble  Duke  had  the  preceding 
evening  ftated  to  have  happened  between  his  Grace,  the 
Chancellor-of  the  Exchequer,  and  himfelf. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  begged  the  noble  Marquis  firft  to 
comply  with  his  requifition,  and  produce  the  letter.  He 
faid  that  he  had,  fmce  the  preceding  evening,  recollefled 
the  letter  to  which  the  noble  Marquis  alluded,  and  he  was 
almoft  certain,  that  there  was  nothing  in  that  letter  which 
would  fupport  the  noble  Marquis  in  his  expreflions  of  the 
day  before;  exprefHons  that  went  the  length  of  chaiging 
him  with  having  caufed  the  plan  of  a  fyftem  of  forlifica-^ 
tions  to  be  fubmitted  to  Parliament,  which  would  have  coft 
a  very  large  fum  of  money,  as  a  meafure  of  Government, 
without  having  previoufly  obtained  the  concurreace  of  the 
firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury, 

The  Duke  of  Chandos  faid,  if  that  fort  of  debate  was  ta 
/bcceed,  he  fliouU  move  to  zi^zx  the  Houfe*.  A  generaicry 
of  No/  No! 


Marquis  of 
JL^nfdown. 


Duke  of 

Kichmand 


Duke  of 

Chandos, 
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The  Marquis  of  Lanfdown  obferved,  that  he  Would  will-  Marouii  o 
ingly  oblige  the  noble  Duke,  and  read  a  part  of  that  letter,  Lanflo^n, 
which  he  held  in  his  hand,  and  then  mentioned  other  cir- 
cumftances  which,  he  trufted,  would  fuflSciently  juftify  him 
in  the  expreflions  which  he  had  ufed.  The  Marquis  ftated, 
that  the  letter  was  dated  January  30,  1783;  that  it  turned  . 
upon  various  matters,  but  that  it  would  be  fufficient  to  his 
purpofe  to  read  the  laft  paragraph  ;  he  accordingly  r^ad  it, 
and  the  purport  of  it  was,  that  the  Du|^e  begged  the  Mar- 
qujis  to  turn  the  various  fubje6ls  (ftated  in  the  letter)  in 
his  thoughts,  and  give  him  an  anfwer  thereupon  a?  foon  as 
he  conveniently  could,  fince  when  he  (the  Duke)  knew  the 
Marquis's  opinion,  he  fhould  form  his  ordnance  eftimate 
accordingly.  The  Marquis  faid,  in  a4dition  to  what  he  had 
read,  he  would  inform  their  Lordftiips,  that  a  meeting  took; 
place  at  the  noble  Duke's  houfe  between  his  Grace,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  himfelf,  at  which  a  fourth 
perfon,  the  Duke's  fecretary,  was  prefent ;  the  date  of  that 
meeting,  the  Marquis  faid,  was  what  he  wanted  to  have 
learnt,'  but  as  near  as  he  could  guefs,  it  muft  have  been 
long  before  he  received  the  noble  Duke's  letter  to  which  he 
had  juft  referred. — The  bufmefsiof  that  meeting  was,  he 
faid,  to  fettle  about  the  affairs  of  the  ordnance,  to  advi(e 
by  what  mode  its  debt  fhould  be  paid  off,  and  to  fix  upon 
fome  means  of  preventing  the  extravagant  praftice  which 
had  obtained  in  the  management  of  that  branch  of  the 
public  expenditure  from  exilting  any  longer.  The  meeting, 
he  added,  was  not  of  very  long  continuance,  and  he  re- 
membered that  there  lay  fome  plans  of  fortifications  on  the 
table,  which  he  looked  at  with  fome  degree  of  attention, 
and  faw  fome  defigns  for  forts  on  the  Portfmouth  fide  of  the 
harbour,  and  fome  in  Stokes  Bay ;  but  to  the  beft  of  his| 
recolledlion  nothing  paffed  or  fell  froiii  hiiii,  that  could  be 
conftrued  to  be  an  exprefs  approbation  on  his  part  of  the 
noble  Duke's  fyftem;  nay,  the  letter  in  his  hand  was  a  di- 
reft  proof  to  the  contrary,  becaufe  it  prayed  him  to  turn 
the  various  fubjefts  it  contained  in  his  thoughts,,  and  Xi^ 
give  an  opinion  upon  them  as  foon  as  he  conveniently  could, 
a  requeft  that  Would  certainly  have  been  unneceffary,  had 
he  given  his  opinion  before.  But  there  were  certain  other 
circumftances  which  fufficiently  fhewed  that  the  meeting  in 
queftion  was  not  a  meeting  for  the  purpofe  of  determining; 
iipon  the  new  fyftem  of  fortifications;  for  if  it  had  been, 
their  Lordfhips  would  doubtlefs  have  thought  it  oddly  comr 
pofed :  for  his  part,  he  had  never  profeffed  to  be  a  judge  of 
fortifications^  nor  pretended. to  be  an  engineer;  and  there- 
fore it  wa§  not  very  likely  that  he  Ihould  hay^,  relied  on  his 
6wn  judgment  iu  an  affair  of  fo  mucVv  *vmp6ixixv<fe^ 
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Had  the  meeting  been  convened  for  the  purpofe  of  con- 
fulting  upon  fuch  a  fubjeft,  he  fhould  have  naturally  ex- 
peded   that  the  Commander  in  chief  and  firft  Lord  of  t!» 
Admiralty  would  have  been  prefent;  the  firft  to  give  his 
opinion  of  the  fyftem,  and  the  latter  to  confider  how  far  it 
coincided  with  the  naval  defence  of  the  kingdom  :  another 
circumftance  alfo  (and  that  material)  was  fufficient  to  fatisfy 
him,  that  there  never  had   pafled  any.  thing  like  a  feriows 
confultation  upon  the  fubjedl — ^there  was  not  to  be  found  a 
trace  of  cabinet   minutes  refpetting  it.      He  explained  to 
the  Houfe,  that  whenever  any  public  bufinefs  was  tranfaded 
in  Council,  there  alw^iays  were  cabinet  minutes   taken,  and 
that  there  were  feveral  in  exiftence,  where  queftions  refpecl'- 
jng  the  ordnance,  and  of  a  nature  fubordinate  to  the  confi- 
deration  in  qiTeftion,  had  been  under  inveftigation :  he  rea- 
foned    upon  thefe  h£ts  for  a  confiderable  time, '  and  faid, 
that  he  was  tolerably  certain  that  the  meeting  he  had-men- 
tioned  muft  have  happened  previous  to  the  receipt  of  the 
letter  from  which  he  had  read  an  extrad,  as  the  preliminary 
articles  of  peace  were  laid  before  the  Houfes  of  Parliament, 
on  the  27th  of  January,  and  debated  in  both  Houfes  on  the 
17th  of  February.   After  much  argument  to  ftrengthen  and 
confirm  the  idea  that  he  had  never  given  his  approbation  of 
the  fortification  fyftem,  a  fyftem  which,  according  to  the 
noble  Duke's  firft  eftimate,  would  have  coft  the  Public  foor 
hundred  thoufand  pounds,    but  which,   when  it  had  been 
examined  more  accurately,  was  found  would  amount  to  be- 
tween feven  and  eight   hundred  thoufand  pounds,    he»  fat 
down,  declaring  that  he  ftiould  reft  fatisfied  with- the  tefti- 
mony  of  the  letter  he  had  produced,  and  fubmit  that^  and 
the  obfervations  he  had  ftated,  to  their  Lordfhips  and  the 
Public,    perfectly  content  with  their  decifion  of  the  bufi- 
nefs, be  their  decifion  what  it  might. 
liuke  of  1  he  Duke  of  Richmond  anfwered,  that  he  wiflied  exceed- 

Richmond.  ingly  that  the  matter  fliould  be  clearly  underftood,   and 
therefore  he.  fliould  beg  their  Lordfliips'  attention   to  his 
"  ftatement  of  fa6ls.     It  had  been  faid  that  fortifications  were 
his  hobby-horfe;  they  certainly  were,  and  he  fhould  never 
be  afhnmed  to  own,  tliat  his  duty  always  would   be  his 
hobby-horfe.    As  Mafter  General  of  the  ordnance  it  became 
his  duty  to  attend  particularly  to  the  defence  of  our  dock- 
yards and  our  coafts :  feeling  this,  he  had  taken  confidera- 
ble pains   to  afcertain  where  fortifications  were  neceflary, 
and   he  had  confulted  engineers  upon  the  fubjeft.     Having 
at  length  formed  a  plan  for  additional  works,  he  had  fub- 
mitted  it  to  the  opinion  of  thofe  who  were  competent  to 
decide^  and  received  thdr  a^^probation  of  what  he  had  pro- 
pofed:  he  had  aftervfaxds>  ouN;aVQ\x%  ^^^^\\%>  '^bicaitted 
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his  ideas  in  different  converfations  to  the  noble  Marquis,  and 
regularly  underftood  him  to  coincide  in  opinion.  With  re- 
gard to  the  meeting  in  queftion,  he  could  not  exa6tly  recol- 
'  le<5l  when  it  was  held,  but  he  w;is  much  of  the  fame  opi- 
,  nioa  with  the  noble  Marquis,  that  it  had  been  held  fome 
time  before  the  fending  of  the  letter  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quis had  produced;  but  he  could  not  agree  that  it  was,  pro- 
perly fpeaking,  a  private  meeting;  for,  on  the  contrary,  it 
was  a  meeting  upon  the  bufmefs  of  the  ordnance  exprefsly. 
As  it  was  not  then  known,  whether  we  fhould  have  peace 
or  not,  the  ordnance  eftimate  was  to  be  made  out  for  the 
war  eitablifhment,  and  as  the  forti^cation  fyftem  neceflarily 
made  a  part  of  that  eftimate,  the  meeting  had  been  held  be- 
,  tween  the  firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury,  the  Chancellor  of  tli« 
Exchequer,  and  the  Mafter  General  of  the  Ordnance.  The 
reafon  why  it  had  been  held  at  his  houfe  was,  becaufe,  as 
there  were  various  plans  of  fortifications  to  refer  to,  the 
noble  Marquis  had  been  fo  polite  as  to  let  the  meeting  be  at 
i>is  houfe  inftead  of  the  Treafury :  when,  however,  it  was 
held,  the  noble  Marquis  entered  deeply  into  the  confidera- 
tion  of  his  plan,  and  was  pleafed  to  Iionour  ,him  with  much 
praife  at  the  time,  and,  as  he  then  underftood  him,  gave  his 
complete  concurrence  to  the  fyftem.  In  order  to  remind 
the  noble  Marquis  that  the  meeting  was  of  confiderable  du- 
ration, he  begged  leave  to  ftate  to  him,  that  they  went  into 
A  great  deal  of  detail  upon  the  fubje<Sl  of  the  ordnance  efti- 
mates;  and  as  a  c6rroboj«ation  that  the  noble  Marquis  did 
then  concur,  or  at  leaft  appear  fo  to  do,  the  Duke  produced 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Pitt,  to  whom  he  had  written  that  morn- 
ing upon  the  fubjed;  his  Grace  read  the  letter  as  follows; 

"  My  dear  Lord, 
*^  I  remember  the  drcumftance  of  the  converfation  which 
^^  took  place  at  your  Grace's  houfe  in  1783,  when  Lord 
**  Lanfdown  and  Mr.  Steele  were  pfefent :  my  memory,  at 
*^  the  diftance  of  four  years,  does  not  enable  me  to  fay  that 
^*  Lord  Lanfdown  did  pofitively  give  a  full  and  direft  ap- 
"  probatipn  of  your  Grace's  plan  of  fortifications;  but  the 
*'  imprefEon  which  it  made  on  my  mind  at  the  time  was 
*^  and  has  continued  fo  on  every  refleftion  fince,  that  his 
"  Lordftiip  did  fignify  his  approbation  of  the  plans. 
*^  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  &c." 

The  Duke  then  added,  that  when  the  Marquis  (of  Lanf- 
down) and  himfelf  were  prefent,  thpy  examined  the  ord- 
nance accounts,  and  the  fyftem  of  fortification  propofed  by 

'  the  Duke,  and  when  tlie  Marquis  and  he  c&jx\&  awoi^,  ha 
conceived  the  Marquis  as  well  as  h\mfe\?  to  \\?^n^  \^Sx.  x>a&. 

Dajze's  with  an  impreffion  that  his  f^^cia  oi  ioi\:\^c;iX\ci\x 
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.  had  tlieir  full  concurrence.  His  Grace  reafoned  upon  this 
teftiipony  in  his  favour,  and  faid,  that  he  had  the  honour 
of  having  had  many  converfations  with  the  noble  Marquis 
on  the  fubjeft,  in  every  one  of  which  he  gav^  him  to  un- 
derftandj  that  he  approved  of  the  propofed  plan.  In  order 
to  bring  it  to  the  Marquis's  recoUeftion  that  he  had  been 
iifed  to  talk  of  fortifications^  he  faid,  that  he  had  repeat- 
edly cautioned  him  about  fortifying  Plymouth,  and  faid, 
*^  Let  me  have  Plymouth  fecure  at  any  rate."  The  noble 
Marquis  had  challenged  him  to  produce  a  fcrap  of  paper  of 
his  upon  which  he  had  fignified  his  confent  to  the  fortifi- 
cation fyftem.  He  ftated  to  their  Lordlhips,  that  when  meu 
in  oflSce  had  a  confidence  in  each  other,  a  great  deal  of  th6 
public  bufihefs  was  done  by  converfation  merely;  if,  there- 
fore, the  want  of  written  evidence  was  to  be  confidered  as 
a  proof  of  there  having  never  been  a  concurrence  notified 
by  the  noble  Marquis,  there  was  an  end  of  all  confidence 
between  man  and  man>  and  the  bufinefs  of  an  adminiftra- 
tion  could  not  proceed.  The  letter  produced  by  the  noble 
Marquis  was  a  letter  bearing  tipon  a  variety  or  other  fub- 
jedls  as  <vell  as  the  fyftem  of  foitifications ;  anfl  that  letter 
in  a  great  meafure  confirmed'  his  argument,  fiince  if  the 
noble  Marquis  referred  to  it  he  wbuld  find,  that  in  that 
part  of  it  which  related  to  the  plans  of  fortification,  it  was 
laid,  "  thofe  plans  which  you  faw,"  a  clear  proof  that  the 
Marquis  had  feen  them.  After  arguing,  upon  thefe  points 
for  a  confiderable  time,  tjie  Duke  obferved,  that  he  would 
abandon  the  cafe  he  had  made  out,  give  up  Mr.  Pitt's  tefti- 
mony,  and  tjike  it  on  another  ground.  Suppofing  then 
that  the  faft  was  as  the  noble  Marquis  had  ftated  it  to  be, 
knd  that  he  had  dared  to  go  to  Parliament  with  the  plan  as 
a  meafure  of  Government,  how  came  it  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quis in  that  cafe  did  not  go  to  His  Majefty  and  advife  him 
to  difmifs  him  (the  Duke)  from  his  fervice,*  for  having  dared 
to  carry  a  plan  which  would  coft  four  hundred  thoufand 
jpourids  to  the  Hdufe  of  Commons,  and  endeavoured  to  get 
}t  pafled,  without  having  previoufly  obtained  the  confent  of 
the  firft  Lord  of  the  Treafury  ?  The  Duke  laid  great  em- 
jphafis  on  this,  and  faid,  'that  if  the  noble  Marquis  had  afied 
in  a  manner  fo  extraordinary,  he  had  been  guilty  of  an 
heinous  offence,  and  deferved  to  be  puniflie(| ;  but  the  faft 
was  not  fo,  it  was  as  he  had  firft  ftated  it.  He  produced 
two  letters  from  the  Mafquis ;  the  one  in  anfwer  to  his  of 
the  30th  of  January,  and  the  other  upon  too  trivial  an  oc- 
cafion  to  be  read  to  their  Lordfliips  :  he  would  however  juft 
mention,  that  it  began  >w\l\v  M5  dear  L^rrf^  ^ad  ended  with 
the  words  believe  me  \o  be  )^our  Jinccre  aud  aftEWonait  ^rXtni^ 
&c.  that  circumftance,  xiAvyv^  ^^  ^X  \«^^^  \icv%-^>^^  ^^^^^ 
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tended,  was  fufficient  to  prove  that  at  the  time  the  noble 
Marquis  and  he  lived  in  habits  of  intimacy  and  friendlbip, 
and  confequently  /^^/,  added  to  the  circumftance  of  the^ 
meeting  being  held  at  his  houfe,  corroborated  his  aflertiori 
that  they  had  frequent  converfations  together  on  the  fub- 
je(9:.  The  Duke  therefore,  upon  the  whole  of  what  he  had 
ftated,  appealed  to  their  Lordfliips,  whether  he  }iad  not 
cleared  himfelf  from  the  charge  which  had  been  brought 
againft  him  by  the  noble  Marquis :  before  he  fat  down  lie 
reminded  the  Marquis  that  he  had  not  ftarted  the  iTubjedl;, 
but  a  noble  Earl  (Lord  Sandwich)  had  done  fo  in  the 
courfe  of  his  fpeech  the  preceding  day.  Thanking  their 
lordfhips  fo^r  their  patience  and  attention,  his  Grace  fat 
down. 

Earl  Stanhope  now  rofe,  not,  he  faid,  to, flop  the  two  noble  Earl  Sun-* 
Lords,  becaufe  he  was  convinced  that  nothing  could  be  more  ^^^' 
idle  or  more  ftupid  than  to  attempt  to  prevent  two  perfons 
who  chofe  to  fpeak,  from  going  on.  He  rofe  merely  becaufe 
he  thought  both  the  noble  Lords  (for  each  of  whom  he  en- 
tertained a  very  great  refpedt)  were  under  the  impreffion  of 
mutual  mifconception.  He  was  almoft  fure  the  noble  Duke 
(iid  not  mean  what  the  noble  Marquis  had  conceived  him  to 
meaif,  and  that  the  noble  Marquis 

Earl  Camden  fpoke  to-order.  His  Lordfliip  faid,  that  he  EarlCann' 
CQuld  not  confent  when  two  noble  Lords  had  gotten  into  a  **^"' 
JTort  of  perfonal  juftification  of  themfelves  in  confequence  of 
words  dropped  in  the  heat  of  debate,  for  another  noble  Lord 
to  rife  to  argue  and  debate  what  the  meaning  was  of  their 
fpeeches.  He  thought  fuch  condu£l  too  diforderly  to  be  fuf- 
fered. 

■  The  Marquis  of  Lanfdown  agreed  moft  perfectly  in  tlie  ob-  Marquis  < 
fervation  of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl,  and  returned  his  Lanfdown 
thanks  to  him  and  to  the  rfoble  Duke  with  a  white  wand  for 
their  kind  interference,  but  the  matter  lay  in  a  narrow  com- 
fafs,  and  was  riot  likely  to  end  ferioufly.  He  was  perfe£lly 
fatisfied  with  the  lettei:  he  held  in  his  hand,  againfl  which 
the  noble  Duke  ha^  adduced  Mr.  Pitt's  teftimony.  The  tef- 
timony  of  a '  very  refpeSable  witnefs,  but  a  witnefs  who 
Could  fpeak  only  for  himfelf*  There  was,  therefore,  letter 
for  letter,  but  added  to  his  letter,  he  had  the  benefit  of  his 
6wn  affertion,  iind  he  did  affert  iri  the  mbft  unqualified  man- 
ner, that  he  never  exprefled  his  concurrence  with  the  noble 
Duke's  fyftem  of  fortification.  If  it  was  urged  that  there 
was  blame  due  to  the  minifterwho,  neverthelefs,fufFered  it  to 
Come  before  Parliament,  he  was  free  to  fay,  that  he  thought 
there  was  great  blame ;  but  that  was  another  queftion ;  and 
lithe  noble  Duke  chofe  to  make  a  n\otion  upon  it^  well  and 
good,  let  the  noble  Dixkoio  iU    \i  )x%  '^'^%  ^^^y  Vcv^.  \a 
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fufferei  the  plan  to  be  propofed  when  he  did  not  appiove  it, 
-.  he  protefted  he  could  not  -tell.  Poffibly  it  was  for  want  of 
tnne,  as  it  was  the  fortnight  before  the  peace,  A  bufy  fort- 
night!  But,  as  to 'the  fac^,  he^was  willing  to  let  it  reft  with 
their  Lordfhips  to  decide;  and  he  did  not  care  which  way 
the  decifion  went.  He  was  glad  that  the  noble  Duke  had 
produced  his  letter,  beginning  witli  the  addrefs  of  Afy  dear 
Lvrd^  becaufe  it  {hewed  how  pure  he  was,  and  how  clear  of 
any  thing  lilcd  refentment  againft  the  noble  Duke,  for  hav- 
ing thought  proper  to  take  the  extraordinary  ftep  of  quitting 
the  Cabinet  juft  before  the  peace  came  under  confideration. 
He  was  above  To  mean  a  paffion;  early  in  life,  when  a  boy^ 
he  was  occafionally  adluated  by  it,  but  he  had  gotten  rid  of 
it  by  living  among  good  and  great  meji ;  he  had  rooted  it 
out,  and  he  defied  any  man  living  to  fay  that  he  had  fliewn 
refentment  on  any  occafion  in  the  whole  courfe  of  his  life, 
'  He  imputed  the  noble  Duke  (of  Richmond's)  conduft  to  his 
refentment  at  what  had  pafled  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
tvhen  the  Ordnance  eftimates  had  been  under  confideration. 
He  afllired  the  noble  Duke  that  the  prejudices  he  entertained 
againft  him  on  that  head  were  altogether  without  foundation. 
Thofe  who  had  given  their  opinions  in  the  other  Houfe,  ad- 
verfly  to  the  fortification  fyftem,*  where  men  competent  to 
judge  for  themfclves,  and  well  entitled  fo  to  do.  They  wfire 
not  a  faftion  headed  by  him,  nor  had  he  any  fhare  in  dirc(S- 
jng  their  condudl  in  that  Houfe.  If  the  noble  Duke  knew 
how  delicately  he  held  himfelf  towards  thofe  gentlemerivand 
ever  had  done,  'he  would  not  have  fufpedcd  him  of  influenc- 
ing their  condu£^.  But  why  would  not  the  noble  Duke, 
when  he  felt  himfelf  hurt  on  that  occafion,.  come  fairly  to 
him,  and  tell  him  the  caufe  of  his  refentment.  He  was  open 
enough  furely;  for  opennefs  was  fo  much  his  charafleriftic, 
that  he  was  open  to  a  fault,  and  by  the  advice  of  his  friends 
on  that  very  account,  fecluded  himfelf  from  the  world.  The 
noble  Duke  and  he  had  lived  on  terms  oT  fufficient  intimacy 
to  have  encouraged  the  noble  Duke  to  come  tohim.  He  had  dined 
with  the  noble  Duke,  the  noble  Duke  had  done  him  the  fame 
honour  at  hishoufe^  and  thift  friendly  intercourse  might  have 
gone  on  till  now,  had  not  the  noble  Duke  broke  it  off;  why, 
the  noble  Duke  beft  knew;  but  he  fuppofed  on  account  of 
what  happened  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  The  Marquis 
preflTed  the  noble  Duke  to  rife,  and  to  do  him  juftice  on  the 
prefent  occafion.  He  faid  he  knew  that  the  Duke  was  a  for- 
tification difficult  to  lake;  he  wi/hed  he  would  let  him  have 
the  honourof  atchievinga^iflory :  if  however  he  would  not, 
but  would  obftinately  ptrf\ft.\\\  rc\^\T\x.'i\x\\^^\.\\-\vVi^  Vvad  ob- 
tained his  concurrence  pTev\o\xsxo  Xti^^'w^Xm  ^\-\t^V^^^\^^\« 
liSLmtni.  he  fhould  reft  (ausfitCi  'ww.Vi  x\v^  ^nW^w^^  ^Vx^^jw^" 
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Duke's  letter,-  and  let  the  whole  matter  remain  upon  that 
ground. 

The  Duke  of  Richmand  rofe  again,  and  faid  that  the  noble  D|»k«  of 
Marquis  had  thought  proper  to  introduce  a  great  deal  of  prt-  *^**™<^ 
vate  anecdote,  mixed  with  farcafms,  but  that,  far  from  fol- 
lowing him  in  either,  he  fhould  adhere  to  his  purpofe;  and  fo 
unwilling  was  he  to  concede  the  point  upon  which  he  fet  out, 
that  he  had  clearly  eftablifhed  it  by  the  teftimony  of  Mr.  Pitt's 
letter,  and  by  other  circumftances.  The  Duke  apologized 
to  the  Houfe  for  having  fo  long  detained  them;  but  added 
Jthat,  if  any  of  them  had  been  in  fuch  fituations  themdelves, 
they  would  naturally  allow  for  his  anxiety  to  clear  himfejf 
from  fo  heavy  a  charge.  He  took  notice  of  the  words  of  the 
Marquis  on  the  preceding  day,  when  he  had  faid,  his  condudt 
had  been  merely  a  piece  ofxaddrefs  to  avoid  irritating  hrm, 
and  obferved,  that  alt  confidence  between  Minifters  mud  be 
at  an  end,  if  they  are  to  a£l  delufivcly  with  each  other.  Be- 
fore he  fat  down  he  thanked  Earl  Stanhope  for  his  endeavours 
to  clear  the  difference,  but  if  that  noble  Earl  would  look  into 
the  Ordnance  eftimate  of  1783,  he  would  there  fee,  that  the 
fyftem  of  fortification  was  openly  propofed  by  him  to  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  in  a  mruiDer  that  could  not,  in  the  natures 
erf  things,  have  been  done  without  the  confent  of  tlie  Trea- 
fury. 

The  Duke  of  Manchefter  called  back. the  Houfe  to  the  bu-  thike  ^r 
finefs  of  the  addrei's,  by  dating  an,obfervation  or  two  about  Manch 
the  neutral  code,  founded  upon  a  written  paper  containing 
Ms  Grace*s  account  of  the  converflition  of  the  French  Mi- 
nifterupon  that  fubjedl:. 

The  Duke  of  Portland  moved,  that  the  addrefs  of  the  Houfe 
"relative  to  the  repeal  of  the  6th  of  George  the  Firft  might  be 
read. 

The  addrefs  was  read  accordingly. 

The  queftion  was  then  put,  and  the  Houfe  divided, 

.Contjents  74,  —  Not  contents  24. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

JVednc^day^  "Jth  March. 

Sir  Francis Mol I yneaux  informed  the  Houfe,  that  theCom- 
mons  were  in  waiting  in  the  painted  chamber,  to  hold  a  con- 
ference with  their  Lordfhips* 

l^oxA'Sydney  moved,  *' That  the  fame  managers  who  con-  Ld.Sydi 
•"  dudled  the  laft  conference  /hould  be  appointed  to  manage 
*'  the    prefent.**    Ordered;  —  The    clerk    called   over   the 
hands,  when  the  noble  Lords  withdrew  into  the  painted 
i;namber.  ^. 

Eaki. 
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Earl  Camden,  Chairman,  * 

Earl  of  Salifbury. 
Earl  of  Denbigh. 
Lord  Sydney, 
Lord  Wal  fi ngham. 
Lord  Amherft. 
Lord  Scarfdale. 
Lord  Hopetoun, 
Bifhop  of  Rochefter. 

After  the  Lords  had  taken  their  feats  at  the  tahle,  Earl 
Camden,  the  Chirman,  informed  the  Commons  that  they  had 
'  taken  the  refolution«  and  the  addrefs  which  was  tranfmitted 
from  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  into  their  ferious  deliberation, 
and  had  agreed  to  the  fame  with  one  ame^idment  to  the  ad- 
drefs, namely,  that  they  had  aUered  the  title  of  the  addrefs, 
to  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  the  Commons  in 
parliament  aflembled.— The  Commons  and  Lords  alternately 
bowed  to  each  other,,  and  the  Commons  retired,  and  the 
Lords  returned  to  their  Houfe, 

The  Comniittee  returned  to  the  Hpufe,  and  Earl  Camden 
reported  the  conference;  upon  which  the  Lords  with  white 
Haves  were  ordered  to  wait  on  His  Majefty^  to  know  when  he 
would  be  gracioufly  pleafed  to  receive  the  faid  addrefs, 

7%ur/clayy  St h  March. 

The  Houfe  proceeded  with  the  Commons  to  Saint  James'$ 
and  prefented  to  the  King,. 

The  humble  addrefs  of  the  right  honourable  the  Lords  Spi- 
ritual and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  in  parliament  af- 
fembled, 

Moft  gracious  Sovereign, 

«*  We,  Your  Majefty's  moft  dutiful  and  loyal  fubjeds, 
^*  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  in 
**  this  prefent  parliament  aflembled,  having  taken  intp  our 
"  moft  ferious  confideration  the  provifions  contained  in  the 
**  treaty  of  navigation  and  Commerce,  concluded. between 
"  your  Majefly  and  the  Moft  Chriftian  King,  beg  leave  to 
**  approach  your  Majefty  with  our  ferious  and  greatful  ac- 
**  knowledgements  for  this  additional  proof  of  your  Majefty*8 
^*  conftant  attention!  to  the  welfare  and  happinefs  of  your 
<*  fubjefls.  We  fliall  proceed  with  all  proper  expedition  in 
^*  taking  fuch  fteps  as  may  be  neceflary  for  giving  etkGt  to  a 
^*  fyftem  fo  well  calculated  to  promote  a  beneficial  intercoarfc 
<^  between  Great  BrltaLVtv  and  France,  and  to  give  additibw 
^*  permanence  to  tVieVAfiffiin^^  qI  ^^^^ti; 
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**  It  is  diir  firm  perfuafioft,  that  we  cannot  it\ote  effec- 
•*  tually  confult  the  general  intereft  of  otir  country,  and  the 
**  glory  of  your  Majefty^s  reign,  than  by  concurring  in  a 
"  mealure  which  tends  to  the  extenfion  pf  trade,  and  tha 
•*  cncouragemfent  of  induftry  and  manufadlure,  the  genuine 
**  fources  of  national  wealth,  and  the  fureft  foundation  of 
»*  the  profperity  and  happincfs  of  yoyr  Majefly's  dominions. 

The  Houfe  of  Lords  returned,  and  immediately  adjourned* 

Priday,  gth  March* 

The  Lord  Chancellor  reported  His  Majefty's  anfwer  to  the 
^ddrefs  of  Thurfday  lafl,  which  is  as  foUoweth : 
**  My 'Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

"  I  return  you  my  thanks  for  this  loyal  and  dutiful  ad^ 
«*  drefsi 

"  The  declaration  of  ydur  fentimerits,  formed  after  the 
•^  nloft  ferious  confideration  of  tlie  treaty  of  navigation  and 
*«  commerce  between  me  and  .the  Moft  Chriftian  King,  af- 
**  fords  me  the  trueft  fatisfadliori;  and  I  receive  with  plea fu re 
**  the  affurances  of  your  determination  to  proceed,  with  all  pro^ 
<**  per  expedition,  in  taking  fuch  fteps  as  may  be  neccffary  , 
♦*  forgiving  it efefl," 

The  fame,  with  the  addrefs^  wasj  upon  moti^Hj  ordered  to 
be  printed* 

The  Houfe  adjournedk 

Friday,  l6tb  Afanh. 

The  oviet  ot  the  day  being  read,  for  the  cbmttiitthcnt  of 
the  mutany  hill,  Lord  Scarfdale  took  the  chair^  The  clerk 
then  proceeded  to  read  the  preamble  and  the  feveral  claufes, 
till  coming  to  that  by  Which  the  extent  of  the  aft  Is  afcertain* 
ed  to  all  **  OflScers  commiflioned  and  in  pay," 

Vifcount  Stormont  rofe  to  offer  his  objeftioris  to  the  claufe.  vifcoohi 
'  He  faid,  Hhat  although  his  oppofition  to  it,  in  the  laft  feffioo,  Siormon 
had  proved  ineffedtual,  he  fhould  not  hcfitate  once  more  to 
fubmit  to  their  Lordfhipa*  judgement,  the  reafons  why  he 
thought  that  claufe  fhould  nor,  without  amendment,  cohfti- 
tute  a  part  of  the  aft.  He  traced  up  the  progrefs  of  martial 
law,  in  this  country,  to  its  original  fource,  and  from  acknow- 
ledged prcmifes,  inherent  in  the  principles  of  the  conftitutiort, 
be  deduced  the  conclufion  that  military  authority  fliould  not 
be  fuffered  to  extend  itfelf  farther  than  neceflity  required.  A 
ftandingarmy  (he  obferved)  requires  a  ftanding  code  of  mili- 
tary regulations;  yet  (as  the  preamble  of  the  bill  itfelf  declar- 
ed) thefc  regulations  fhould  be  fubfervie'nt  to  the  civil  inftitu^ 
tions  of  the  ftate;  and  hence  it  was  that  the  mutiny  aft  is  only 
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palled  from  year  to  year,  at  the  fame  time  tliat»  by  the  fame 
▼ote  of  parliament,  tne  continuance  of  the  army  ts  legitimat- 
ed.   Martial  law^  fliould  be  exercifed  only  over  thofe  who  are 
occupied  in  military  fun£lions;  nor  fhould  the  citizen  be  for- 
gotten in  the  foldier.    In  all  free  ftates  this  had  been,  from  the 
moft  remote  ages,  a  fundamental  maxim — in  the  Roman  and 
the  Atbeman  republic,  martial  law  was  reftriSed  to  the  ope- 
rations of  war;  and  the  foldier  on  his  return  from  the  field, 
was  entitled  to  the  fame  protefiion  of  the  civil  laws  of  the 
land  with  the  reft  of  his  countrymen.    This  principle  being 
eftablifhed,  Vifcount  Stormont  applied  it  to  the  cafe  of  brevet 
officers*    If  the  claufe  now  under  coniideratron  fhould  be 
ena£ted,  thofe  of&cers  would  prove  liable  to  all  the  pains  and 
.penalties  of  martial  law,  without  being  capable  of  exercifing  a 
fingle  military  fun£tion.     He  could  not  fee  the  fhadowofa 
realon,  why  a  diftinftion  fhould  he  made  in  this  cafe  between 
a  brevet  and  a  half-pay  officer.     They  both  held  rank  in  the 
fame  manner,  fufpended  'till  the  one  ihould  be  called  out  by 
a  letter  of  fervice,  and  the  other  by  a  new  commiflion.     For- 
mer Minifters  had  meditated  a  fimitar  extenfion  of  the  mutiny 
a6i,  by  comprehending  officers  on  half  pay.     They  had  even 
fubje£led  them  to  it,  by  the  introdu£tion  of  a  claufe  in  the 
ji&, ;  though  he  knew  not  whether  it  lafted  more  than  one 
feffion.     Haying  made  the  experiment,  they  had  receded  in 
time,  and  he  hoped  that  the  preferjt  Minifters  would  take 
warning,  and  recede  before  it  was  too  late.    It  had  been  grant- 
ed, avowedly  by  fome — and  tacitly  admitted  by  others,  that 
the  officers  on  the  half  pay  lift,  were  not  ameanable  to  courts 
martial,  or  liable  to  be  punifhed  for  any  offences  committed 
againft  the  articles  of  war.    Now,  he  wifhed  to  be  informed 
of  the  diftinflion  between  them  and  brevet  officers.     He,  for 
his  part,  could  difcover  none.     Half  pay  officers  were  furely 
not  to  be  confidered  as  emeriti  milites — their  half  pay  was  not 
merely  a  penfion  given  them  for  paft  fervices.     They  had  not 
all  retired  qs  invalids,  but  fome,  and  indeed  ipoft  of  them,had 
the  animum  redeundif  and  were  brought  into  that  fituation  ia 
confequcnce  of  the  redudlion  made  in  th^  military  eftablifh- 
ment  at  the  conclufion  of  the  war.   That  this  coincidence  ex- 
ifted  between  the  condition  of  the  two  defcriptions  of  officers 
in  queftion,  was  the  opinion  of  many  perfons  of  greater  autho- 
xity  than  himfelf ;  and  in  particular,  of  a  noble  Peer  (the  firft 
ICord  Littelton)  who  had  declared  fo,  in  a  fpeech  which  had 
been  delivered  in  that  Houfe,  and  which  his  Lordfhip  had  left 
upon  record.    Being,  therefore,  firmly  of  that  perfuafion,  and 
fupported  by  fuch  refpeftable  authority,  he  fhould  move  an 
amendment  to, the  claufe,  that  to  the  words,  '' commiffioned 
*<  and  in  pay."  be  added  the  following,  "  and  in  a  fituation  of 
*'  di/charging  mUitary  Aul^?* 
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Lord  Hcnuhjbury  remarked  that  he  muft  beg  leave  to  tref-  Lord 
pafs  upon  the  attention  of  the  Houfe;  for,  though  not  a  mili-  Hawkcf* 
t;iry  man,  he  had  been  in  an  oflSce,  which  enabkd  him  to  ac-  "'^* 
quire  fome  little  infight  into  the  rules  of  the  fervicc,  and  the 
precedents  ^on  wijich  thofe  rules  had  been  eftablifhed.  For 
the  purpofe  which  fee  had  in. view,  he  fliould  not  go  back,  as 
the  noble  Vifcount  had  done,  to  the  pradlice  of  the  Roman 
©r  Athenian  armies;  though  he  would  juft  obferve,  by  the 
way,  that  tliofe  armies  were  of  a  very  diiFerent  conftitution 
frOHi  «iKS.  They  w^«  not  regularly  kept  up  and  paid;  but 
divefting  themfelves  of  their  peaceful  habits  for  a  time,  they 
took  the  field  in  a  tumt^ltuary  manner,  and  then  returned  to 
their  civic  occupations.  In  julllfying  the  prefent  claufe,  as 
lie  intended  no  precedent,  he  Should  go  no  farther  back  than 
to  that  period  from  whence  precedents  fliould  alone  be  de-* 
duced,  from  the  Revolution,  whjea  our  conftitution  was  new 
modelled,  and  brought  into  the  beautiful  form  in  which  we 
at  prefent enjoy  it,  Since  the  Revolution  it  had  never  been 
ponteil.ed,  and  for  thd  truth  of  his  poiition  he  appealed  to  the 
moft  experienced  o$cers  prefer,  that  brevet  officers  were 
j^ualified  to  fit  on  courts  martial.  In  the  year  1765,  a  noble 
puke  had  been  a  member  of  one  of  thoie  military  tribunal; 
fince  that  a  noble  Earl  (of  Waldegrave)  as  well  as  a  noble 
Lord  clofe  by  him  (Rawdon)  h«ad  fat  upon  a  court  martial ;  at 
the  fame  tin^  that  they  were  all  brevet  officers  {to  this  Lord 
][lawd6n  nodde^d  ^nt].  He  thought  it  then  but  juft,  that 
thofe  who  can  ^1  in  judgement  as  members  of  a  court  martial^ 
fliould  be  liable  themfelves  to  be  arraigned  before  fuch  a  court, 
^efides,  the  very  ^dl  of  fitting  as  a  member  of  a  court  mar- 
tial,  was  the  difcbar|;e  of  a  military  duty,  and  itherefore,  did 
laway  the  objeflion  xpade  by  the  noble  Vifcount.  Havingj, 
^  he  hopped,  fully  proved  the  propriety  of  the  claufe  from 
precedent,  he  fliould  next  proceed  to  confider  the  reafonable-^ 
jiefs  of  it.  He  remarked  that  a  brevet  officer  was  by  no 
means  in  the  fame  fituation  with  one  of  half  pay.  There 
were  two  kinds  of  rank,  regimental  and  liueaU  The  brevet 
officers  had  rat)k  and  command  in  the  line  of  the  army,  the 
regimental  officer  only  in  his  own  corps^  Therefore,  on  a 
redudlion  of  thefe  two  defcriptions  of  officers,  their  fituation 
would  be  extremely  different.  He  concluded  with  an  obferva- 
tion  that  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  brevet  officers,  that  they 
fliould  become  amenable  to  a  court  martial—as  it  would  prove 
certainly  more  defirable  for  tiiem  to  be  tried  by  a  court  of  men 
of  honour,  their  equals,  in  whom  they  repofed  confidence, 
And  from  whom  they  would  expeft  to  meet  only  with  their 
deferts,  than  to  he  expofed  to  be  cafliieced  at  the  will  of  the 
Sovereign  J  which  might  perhaps  be,  in  reality,  at  the  difcre- 
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tioQ  of  the  Minifter^  If  oflScers  on  brevet  rank  were  not  lia? 
ble  to  be  arraigned  and  tried  for  offences,  which  they  might 
commit,  without  being  on  adlual  fervice,  as  for  inftance, 
fcandalous  condudV,  or  ungentlemanly  behaviour^  they  mufi 
fubmit  to  a  rnore  fummairy  judgement;  which  mighty  iq 
time  come  into  raorq  frequent  exercife  than  iv\  pur  cpnfti- 
tution  could  be  diefirable  or  fafe. 
jt.Rawdor.  Lord  FLawdon  obferved  that,  jpuch  a?  he  refp^^pd  the 
talents  and  the  experience  of  tlie  noble  Lord  who  laft  fat 
down,  he  could  not  avoid  taking  the  liberty  to  remar-fe,  that 
|his  ideas  concerning  brevet  r^nk  were  not  perfe£ily  accurate. 
A  brevet  of^.cer 'might  be,  in  a  fpecfal  cafe  of  ipilitary  duty, 
fubofdinate  to,  or  diftinft  from,  his  brevet  rank ;  in  which 
cafe  his  fituatioq  would  be  very  different  fron^  one  who  had 
merely  a  brevet  cpipmiflion. '  1  hjis,  moft  of  the  brevet 
pfficers  in  the  army  were  attatched  to  reghneats  or  corps; 
the  greateft  part  of  the  generals  were  colonels  of  regiments; 
and  many  brevet  colonels,  lieutenant  colonels,  jSicc.  held  ia- 
ferior  regimental  commiflions.  Thefe"  were,  undoubtedly, 
fubjedt  to  martial  law,  by  virtue  of  their  fpecial  military 
duty.  Thus,  if  he  might  mention  his  own  cafe,  he  was  :| 
lieutenant  colonel  on  half  payj  with  the  rank  of  coloneli 
from  his  appointment  as  aid-du-caYnp  to  His  Majefty.  'His 
half-pay  would  leave  him  in  the  fituation  of  other  half-pay 
oflBcers,  exempt  from  martial  law,  under  the  exceptions 
which  he  would  hereafter  mentiop  ;  but  his  appointment  of 
aid-du-camp  gave  him  a  fpecial  duty  to  perforni,  and,  there- 
fore, brought  him  within  tlie  pale  of  the  articles  of  war. 
This  diftin6lion  bethought  very  material  to  obferve;  beyond 
which  be  thought  theiqueftion  merely  of  a  legiflatiye  nature* 
As  to  the  precedents  infifted  on  by  the  noble  Lord,  who 
fpoke  laft,  from  the  duty  performed  on  courts  martial,  h^ 
thought  them  far  from  being  conclufive  in* proof  of  what 
his  Lordfhip  wiihed  to  eflabliih. '  Wjth  refpedk  to  fiimfelf  iiQ 
fartlier  explanation  was  neceffary,  after  yyhat  he  had  juft 
obferved.  But,  as  to  ofEcers,  who  have  no  fuch  fpecial  mi* 
Jitary  duty,  but  merely  a  brevet  commiffion  in  the  army, 
giving  them  rank  without  pay ;  it  had  beep  allowed  that  a 
letter  of  fervice  would  fuffice  to  call  them  out,  in  the  fame 
manner  as  a  new  compiffion  .would  a  Jialf-pay  officer.  It 
had  been  faid,  that  an  order  ffom  a  fuperiour  officer  would 
have  the  fame  power  with  a  letter  of  fe.rvice,-7-but  that  or* 
ider  flio.uld  be  confidered  as  comipgyirtually  from  the  king, 
the  fuperior  officer,  by  whom  it  is  cpmrnpnicated^  being  only 
jthe  intermediate  agent.  Npw,  an  order  to  any  brevet  officer 
be  confidered  as  fully  e^\v]i\N^\ev\t^  owtlx?^ principle,  to  a  letter 
of  fervice.  Lord  Rawdou  t\q>n  ^\oc^^^^^  xci  ^^^\^^x.  ^V^ 
-Were  properly  ameiubk  to  mai\XA\^^%    1\i^\i'^\ifcV5S^ 
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agreed  with  the  nol^le  Yiicouot  (Stormont)  that  brevet,  as 
well  as  half-pay  officers,  ihould  not  be  tried  for  offeucos^ 
which  they  were  not  in  a  capacity  to  commit,  yet  he  was^ 
by  no  means  certain,  that  they  were  exempt  from  every  pro- 
ceeding againft  them  by  martial  law.  He  thought,  how- 
;ever,  that  they  (hould  be  rendered  liable  to  fuch  part  as 
would  attach  to  their  fituation.  Thus  they  might  be  guilty 
pf  ungentlemanly  or  fcanda|ous  b^avioyr;  and  he  thought 
they  might  be  tried  fojtit — indeed,  he  knew  not  how  they 
could  be  arraigned  on  thofe  articles  before  any  other  tribanaU 
He  had  one  objeftion  to  the  prefent  claufe;  and  this  was, 
that  it  would  intimate  to  half-pay  officers  their  incompetency 
pf  appealing  for  a  juftification  of  their  condudi  to  a  court 
martial;  unlefs  it  were  accompanied  with  another  claufe^ 
declaring  that  brevet  or  half-pay  officers  fhould  be  liable  to 
a  court  martial  for  fuch  matters  as  might  attach  to  their  fi- 
tuations :  with  which  provifo,  he  fhould  give^his  hearty  aflent 
to  the  noble  Vjfcount's  amendment.  Lofd  Rawdon  argued 
againft  th^  general  comprehenfion,  intended  by  the  prefent 
claufe,  of  brevet  officers ;  and,  indeed,  he  confidered  every 
innovation  of  that  kind,  every  extenfioh  of  martial  law,  as 
dangerous  to  the  conftitution.  He  thought  a  line  fhould  be 
drawn  between  military  and  civil  inftitutions — and  that  thoCs 
who  were  fubjedl  to  the  latter  alone,  fhould  not  be  drawn 
into  iubje£lion  to  the  fornier.  In  laying  this,  he  meant  no 
difr^fpedl  to  the  military  code.  On  the  contrary,  he  felt  the 
greateft  pride  and  pleafure  in  his  profeffion,  from  the  experi- 
ence which  he  ha4  of  many  excellent  chara<Sers  which 
adorned  it.— Neither  did  he  argue  againft  the  unneceffiiry 
©xtcnfion  of  tbe  arbitrary  powers  of  martial  law  from  any 
apprehenfion  under  the  prefent  government,  or  under  the 
prefent  reign,  Jt  was  with  the  utmoft  fincerity  and  heart- 
felt fatisfa<5lion  that  he  profefled  the  contrary  fentiments. 
Vet,  he  thought,  that  we  fhould  provide  againft  encroach- 
ments which  might  poffibly  be  made  hereafter ;  and  that  we 
had  received  thofe  guards  and  checks  of  the  conftitution 
from  our  anceftors,  was,  in  his  idea,  a  fufficient  reafon,  if 
we  had  no  other,  why  we  fliould  preferve  them  inviolate  for 
pofterity. 

The  Duke  of  Jllchmond  argued  in  favour  of  the  words  as  Duke  of 
.they  ftood  in  the  bill,  inftancing  various  cafes  In  which  an^l^*"®' 
(officer,  though  called  into  fervice  as  a  captain,  yet  exe^cifed 
command,  as  holding  a  fuperior  conuniffion  by  brevet.     He 

.  point^  out  the  feinftances  to  fhew,  that,  although  .the  oncers 
To  defcrib^d  received  pay  only  as  captains,  or  whatever  their 
a6ting  commiffion  might  be,  yet  they  were  confidered  as 
litnenMe  for  their  condut^  as  commanding  officers,  and  liable 

^  b0  tried  bj  a  court  martial  for  it*    Heace  ^X't  ;xt^^^^  ^"^ 
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officers  holding  commiiBons  by  brevet  ought  to  b^  acnenabfe 
to  martial  law,  and  reafoned  on  the  right  of  an  officer  by 
brevet  to  affume  the  command,  where  the  rank  of  an  officer 
exercifing  command,  before  his  arrival,  might  be  of  rank 
inferior  to  that  rank  to  which  his  brevet  commiffion  entitled 
him.  His  Grace  read  the  words  of  a  brevet  commiffion,  to 
Ihew  how  extremely  ftrong  they  were,  as  they  ordered  all 
the  KingVofficers  and  foldiers  of  an  inferior  rank  to  obey  the 
perfon  holding  fuch  commiffion,  and  he  faid  that  he  .would 
illuftrate  his  general  argument  in  fupport  of  the  claufe  as  it 
ftood  in  the  bill,  by  reminding  their  Lordihips  of  a  cafe, 
which,  though  not  a  cafe  in  all  refpedls  precifely  in  point, 
would  ferve  to  lead  thefti  to  an  idea  of  the  neceffity  of  fub- 
jefiing  all  brevet  officers  to  military  law.  The  cafe  he  al; 
luded  towas  thefurprize  of  the  lieutenant  governor  of  Eli- 
zabeth Caftle  in  the  ifland  of  Jerfey,  during  the  courfe  of 
the  laft  war.  The  officer  having  been  furprife4  and  taken  by 
a  party  of  the  French  who  landed  on  the  ifland,  was  obliged 
to  confider  htmfelf  as  a  prifoner  of  war,  and  as  iuch  he 
figned  a  paper  direfted  to  the  officer  next  in  command  undejr 
him,  purporting  that  he  had  furrendered  Elizabeth  Caftle 
and  its  dependencies,  and  commanding  the  officer  to  cpmply 
with  the  conditions  of  the  furrender.  The  officer  was  a  good 
deal  puzzled  ho vv^  to  aft ;  he  felt  that  he  ftood  in  a  ycry 
delicate  fituation,  and  knew  not  whether  he  had  beft  refufe 
to  furrender  the  caftle,  and  incur  the  danger  of  having  bettj 
guilty  of  difobedience  of  the  orders  of  his  fuper^or  officer, 
or  to  comply  with  the  order  and  incur  the  danger  of  being 
tried  for  an  unneceflary  furrender  of  his  Majefty's  caftle.  14 
this  moment  of  hefitation,  an  engineer  rode  into  the  caftle^ 
and  being  fuperior,  by  brevet,  in  rank  to  the  officef  then  in 
command,  took  the  command  on  himfelf,  tore  the  order  of 
furrender,  and  defended  and  preferved  the  caftle.  This 
brave  officer  w^s  Captain  Mulcafter,  at  that  time,  it  was 
true,  in  aftual  fervice  in  the  ifland ;  but  fuppoiing  he  bad 
iiot  been  in  aftual  fervice,  and  fuppofing  he  had  afted  difier- 
ently  and  given  up  the  caftle,  would  any  man  ifay  he  ought 
|iot  to  have  been  tried  by  a  court  martial  for  his  conduA  T 

The  Earl  of  Balcarras  commented  on  foipe  wprds  fpoken 
by  Lord  Portchefter,  and  made  mention  of  the  three  cafes 
of  General  Rofs,  Colonel  Sruart,  and  Colonel  Gould.  He 
alfo  adverted  to  his  own  fituation,  and  (o  that  of  Lor4, 
Rawdon. 

Lord  Portchefter  rofe  to  explain,  and  to  ftate  that  he  had 
hot  (as  the  noble  Earl  imagined)  declared  it  to  be  bis  opinion, 
that  officers  holding  tank  V^^  \>Teivt\.,  wu]l^  >s:  well  as  mighty 
take  the  commtind,  wherevex  X^ve^N  c'wxv^^Tv^fewxv^^^  «s«r 
anand  in  the  hands  oi  ofiiw^\vQ\^\xvs,^^\^'^5&\^^^ 


A.  1787.  D    E    B    A    T    E    S#  127 

brevet  rank;  but  he  remarked,  that  if  it  were  true  that 
officers  of  fuperior  rank  by  brevet  might  aflume  the  command 
where  they  found  it  in  the  hands  of  officers  of  inferior  rank 
to  their  own,  that  they  muji  and  ougbty  for  that  there  could 
not  exift  a  diilindlion  between  the  right  and  the  obligatory 
exercifeof  it;  and  therefore,  in  fuch  cafes,  if  they  might j  they 
mu/ff  and  would  be  liable  to  be  tried  by  a  court  martial  if  ' 
they  did  not.  Lord  Portcheftcr  begged  leave  to  remind  th* 
noble  Duke  (of  Richmond)  that  he  had  come  to  Portfmouth, 
while  he  (Lord  Portchefter)  was  in  command  there,  and 
though  his  Grace's  rank  was  fuperior  to  his,  yet  he  did  not 
aiTume  the  command  which  he  was  bound  to  have  done,  if 
the  argument  really  ftood  as  it  had  been  ftated. 

Lord  Rawdon  rofe  to  take  notice  of  fome  obfervations  Lord, 
which  were  made  during  the  courfe  of  the  debate  by  the  ^*^^*^**** 
Duke  of  Richmond  and  the  Earl  of  Balcarras.  With  re- 
gard to  the  cafe  of  Elizbeth  Cattle,  in  the  ifland  of  Jerfey, 
rooft  certainly  (as  the  noble  Duke  had  himfelf  ftated)  that 
was  not  a  cafe  precifely  in  point*  That  cafe  happened  in  the 
time  of  war,  in  an  ifland  fortified  and  garrifoned,  and  the 
officer  who  had  behaved  fo  gallantly,  was  in  adtual  fervice  on 
the  fpot,  and  therefore  w^  clearly  amenable  to  military 
law. 

Lord  Rawdon  contended,  that  a  commiffion  by  brevet,  of 
itfelf,  was  a  nominal  rank,  which  ought  not  to  be  made 
amenable  to  martial  law,  unlefs  called  into  life  by  a  letter  ol 
fervice,  from  the  Secretary  at  War,  a  nomination  in  general 
orders,  or  fome  other  notification  of  the  officer  holding  it 
being  called  upon  to  ferve.  With  regard  to  a  court  martial^ 
and  officers  by  brevet  liaving  fat  upon  courts  martial,  while 
they  fo  fat,  he  confidered  them  as  in  a£kual  fervice,  but, 
when  the  court  martial  was  over,  their  ftate  of  a6lual  fervice 
ceafed.  He  alluded  to  a  cafe  put  by  Vifcount  Stormont, 
upon  a  fuppofition  that  at  the  time  of  the  Revolution,  a 
Peer,  who  was  a  brevet  officer,  had  advifed  the  commander 
of  a  regiment  to  go  over  with  his  regiment  from  King  James 
to  the  enemy,  and  contended  that,  in  alji  probability,  had 
that  cafe  happened,  the  government-  would  not  have  trie4 
fuch  noble  Lord  by  his  Peers,  in  that  Houfe,  where  the 
conftitutional  queftion  would  have  doubtlefs  been  taken  into 
confideration,  but  would  have  put  him  on  his  court  martial, 
who  would  have  inquired  as  to  the  fadt.  The  cafe  of  Colo- 
nel Gould  had,  he  obferved,  been  mentioned.  He  would 
explain  that  to  their  Lordfhips.  He  (Lord  Rawdon)  had 
holden  a  fpecial  commiffion  in  America,  as  commander  of 
a  part  of  the  army  deftined  for  particular  fervice  in  the 
fouthern  quarter  ot  the  diftrifl:  in  which  the  army  wa«  to 
a6i  under  Earl  CornwalJis;  and  he  had,  \>d\2^^s^  ^^x^vixsNax 
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inftruftions  from  that  noble  Earl^  to  take  from  all  the  varioat- 
parts  of  the  army  that  he  eamc  near,  as  mariy  men  as  fhonld^ 
upon  the  whole,  make  up  a  number,  in  bis  opinion,  equal  to 
the  fervice  upon  which  they  were  to  be  employed.     Whcil 
Colonel  Gould  arrived  at  Charleftown,  he  waited  upon  him, 
and  fhewed  him  his  letter  of  fervice  and  his  inftrudions,  in- 
forming him  that  his  command  was  not  to  be  interfered  with, 
and  requefting  a  certain  number  of  men  which  was  complied 
with.    This  was  the  true  ftate  of  the  cafe  of  Colonel  Goulds 
He  next  mentioned  the  cafe  of  General  8tuart,  and  declared 
it  to  be  his  opinion  that  the  General  had  great  eaufe  of  com- 
plaint in  having  been  denied  his  court  martial.     It  ought,  in 
his  mind,  to  have  been  granted  him.     His  LordAiip,  before 
he  fat  down,  recapitulated  the  diftin£lion  that  he  conceifed 
ought  to  be  taken  with  regard  to  a  commiffion  by  brevetj 
without  a  letter  of  fervice,  a  nomination  in  general  orders, 
or  fome  admitted  means  of  giving  life  and  animation  to  i 
commiffion  of  brevet. 
I,.  Sydney.     Lord  Sydftey  faid,  that  the  main  queftion  had  been  fo  folly 
debated  as  to  render  his  obfevations  needlefs,  nor  fliould  be 
have  rifen,  had  not  fomething  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
refpedling  General  Stuart.     He  reminded  their  Lordfliip% 
that  General  Stuart  had  a  colonel's  commiffion  in  the  army^ 
when  he  went  out  to  India,  and  that  a  major  generaPs  com- 
miffion had  been  granted  him  by  brevet,  but  that  it  wai 
limited  locally,  and  gave  him  the  rank  of  major  general  only   ri 
in  India,  where  it  was  intended  tliat  he  fhould  be  the  fecond 
in  command,  and  as  fuch,  next  to  Sir  Eyre  Coote,  at  the  heal 
of  the  Company's  forces.     In  that  capacity  he  had  afted, 
and.  Lord  Sydney  added,  he  fliould  be  glad  to  know  how  it 
was  in  his  power  to  bring  General  Stuart  to  a  court  martial, 
circumftanced  as  he  was.    He  had,  he  aflured  the  Committee, 
taken  infinite  pains  to  do  it;  but  it  lay  wholly  with  the 
Board  of  Diredtors  of  the  Eaft  India  Company, ,  in  whole 
fervice,  and  not  in  the  fervice  of  the  crown.  General  Stuart 
had  adled  as  fecond  in  command  in  India.     He  knew  not 
how  to  punifh  any  Board  of  Diredlors  that  would  not  in 
their  own  cafe  bring  an  officer  to  a  court  martial  for  conduft 
in  their  fervice.     His  Lordftiip  maintained  the  general  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  bill  as  it  flood,  declaring,  that.,  for 
the  latter  years  of  his  life,  he  had  been  a  good  deal  lA  the 
habit  of  converfing  with  military  men,  and  there  ^  JrasiMit 
one  of  them  with  whom  he  had  talked  on  the  fubjc^ft,  who 
had  not  declared  it  was  defirable  that  the  law  fhould  fo 
as  to  give  gentlemen,  holding  a  commiffion  by  bre 
opportunity  of  ckant\^  t\vdx  c:\v;x\^€Xrx^  by  courts  ml 
as  Well  as  other  oStc^x^^  ?lV\^^^^^>C^^^Kv^\JX^^^^^ 


judges,  iii  th^  cafe  of  General  Rofs>  the  law  had  been  fo  uri- 
derftood  to  fland. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  went  over  the  whole  argument,  de-  The  Lor 
daring,  that  although  he  had  the  moft  profound  refpeft  for  ChanccU 
the  opinion  of  the  judges  as  recently  delivered,  and  knew 
that  it  was  an  opinion  which  ought  to  be  bowed  down  to,  yet 
before  that  opinion  had  been  declared,  the  law  was  underftood 
to  extend  (as  it  was  made  to  extend  by  the  bill  on  the  table) 
to  officers  holding  commiffions  by  brevet.  The  bill,  there- 
fore, did  nothing  more  than  declare  that  expreflly  to  be  the 
law,  which  had  been  underftood  to  be  the  law  before.  In 
order  to  proye  that  it  ought  to  be  the  law,  his  Lord/hip  went 
much  at  large  into  the  fubjeft,  explaining  to  what  defcriptioci 
of  men  the  mutiny  bill  ought  to  extend,  and  to  what,  in  his 
judgement,  it  ought  not.  The  army,  he  fiated,  as  a  peculiar 
defcription  of  men,  neceffarily  required  to  be  governed  by  laws 
different  from  thofe  which  governed  Civil  fociety  in  general* 
When  men  entered  into  the  army  they  voluntarily  undertook 
a  profeffion  which  they  knew  to  be  governed  by  martial  law, 
and  having  done  fo,  if  they  condefcended  to  continue  their 
a£tual  fervice,  to  accept  the  rank  and  profeffion,  he  faw  no 
reafon  why  they  Ihould  not  be  confidered  as  amenable  to  its 
difcipline  and  its  laws.  Nor  was  the  fad,  that  an  officer  by 
brevet  could  not  incur  the  danger  of  violating  any  of  the 
articles  of  war,  in  any  degree  true. 

They  might  incur  a  variety  of  them ;  and  he  would  in- 
itance  only  one  particular.  For  an  officer  to  /peak  irreverently 
ef  thi  Sovereign  was  a  crime  by  the  articles  of  war ;  and 
would  any  man  fay,  that  an  officer  holding  a  commiffionby 
brevet  was  not  as  liable  to  be  tried  by  a  Court  Martial  for 
/peaking  irreverently  of  the  Sovereign,  as  any  officer  in  a£luai 
fervice  ?  A  good  deal  of  argument,  he  obferved,  had  gone 
iipon  brevet  officers  fitting  upon  Courts  Martial.  The  rea- 
fon was  obvious ;  the  articles  of  war  declared,  that  all  offi- 
cers holding  certain  rank  were  fit  and  capable  of  being  called 
tipon  to  fit  in  Courts  Martial ;  brevet  officers  therefore  were 
eligible  on  account  of  their  holding  fuch  commiffions  as  the 
articles  of  war  defcribed.  The  officers  of  the  Guards  wer^ 
peculiarly  circumftanced ;  they  held  nominal  fuperjority  of 
rank  upon  a  coraparifon  with  the  reft  of  the  army ;  but  they 
•did  not  hold  that  oy  their  commiffions,  but  under  the  articles 
of  war.  Strained  cafes  had  been  put,  in  order  to  make  out 
the  argument  againft  the  chufe  as  it  flood,  and,  among 
others,  it  had  been  hypothetically  argued,  that  if  at  the  timei 
of  the  Revolution  an  officer  fliould  have  advifed  the  Com- 
mander of  a  regiment  to  go  over  with  his  regiitieht  from 
James  II.  to  the  Prince  of  Orange,  and  had  been  afterward^ 
tried  for  it,  how  would  the  iffue  have  beeu  ?  ThU  could  ne- 
Vo%.  XXIL  R  S^ 
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vcr  have  happened,  unlefs  the  Revolution  had  failed.  What 
was  a  Revolution  ?  It  was  when  the  defpotifm  and  tyranny 
of  a  government  grew  to  be  fo  intolerable,  that  the  obliga- 
tions to  obedience  were  neceffarily  diflblved,  and  all  the  in- 
dividuals of  a  community  redurred  to  a  ilate  of  nature,  till 
things  fettled  under  fome  new  government.  This  was  clear- 
ly the  cafe  in  1688,  and  confequently  no  man  would  have 
dared,  after  the  Revolution,  to  have  talked  of  James  the  Se- 
cond as  the  King,  and  of  the  Prince  of  Orange  as  the  ene- 
my. To  what  end  then  put  an  impoffible  cafe  ?  His  Lord- 
Ihip  dwelt  upon  this,  and  dated  the  diftinftion  between  offi- 
cers on  half  pay,  and  officers  holding  commiflion  by  bre- 
vet. The  one  had  the  honours,  the  other  the  rewards  of 
the  profeffion.  The  officers  on  half  pay  were  clearly  no 
longer  foldiers,  but  citizens.  The  cafe  of  the  others  he 
confidered  as  extremely  different. 
U.  LougK*  Lord  Loughborough  declared,  that  if  it  could  be  made  out 
lorough.  that  the  law  formerly  had  been  underftood  to  be,  what  the 
claufe,  as  it  at  prefent  flood,  declared  it  to  be,  he  fhould 
have  no  fort  of  hefitation  to  fay,  that  the  declaration  oould 
not  be  too  explicit ;  but  he  had  never  heard,  nor  could  he 
even,  upon  inquiry,  difcover  that,  or  any  thing  like  it,  to 
be  the  fadl.  In  the  cafe  of  General  Rofs,  no  man  could  hav« 
ihewn  a  ftronger  wifli  to  have  hisconduft  inquired  into;  he 
had  fought  fuch  an  inquiry  anxioufly,  and  who  had  found 
the  difficulty  ?  who  ftarted  it  ?  not  General  Rofs ;  no  m«n- 
ber  of  the  long  Robe,  but  the  members  of  the  Q)urt  Mar- 
tial themfelves.  Their  knowledge  of  tho  cuftom  and  ufage 
of  their  own  pofleffion  fuggefted  the  difficulty,  and  upon 
that  the  queftion  came  before  the  Judges.  As  one  of  that 
defcription,  he  had  delivered  his  opinion,  (the  unanimous 
opinion  of  all)  and,  after  he  had  delivered  it,  he  had  heard 
^  from  an  infinite  numbej  of  officers,  that  they  fhould  have 
been  exceffively  furprifed  had  he  delivered  any  other  opinion 
Ihan  he  did.  His  Lordfhip  ftated  the  doubts  which  at  one 
time  prevailed,  even  refpedling  half-pay  officers  being  fubjeft 
to  the  mutiny  bill,  and  mentioned  the  fur  render  of  Prcfton 
in  the  rebellion  of  17 15.  At  that  time  a  number  of  young 
men,  on  half  pay,  had  entered  into  the  rebellion.  The  Go- 
vernment had  juft  before  iffued  a  proclamation,  putting  the 
half-pay  lift  on  full  pay,  and  ordering  them  to  hold  them* 
felves  in  readinefs  when  called  upon  to  enter  into  a£hial  fer« 
vice.  The  young  men  who  furrendered,  were  all  of  them, 
except  one  who  proved  that  he  had  refigned  his  comroiffioa 
before  the  half  pay  was  changed  to  full  pay,  tried  by  Court 
Martial  and  executed.  With  regard  to  the  argument  of 
ilxu  noble  and  learned  "Loid  xx^ciTv  \>\^  •a.rCxO^^'^  ^^^  '^^r^  it 
would  be  a  good  oue  to  ^^^^^  to  \5anfe  ^QM\3X\\^%^*iW\^'^ 
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government  was  military,  but  not  to  a  country  conftitutcd 
as  this  was.  It  might  apply  to  France,  but  not  to  England. 
The  articles  of  war,  and  the  mutiny  bill,  were  the  code  for 
the  government  of  the  exifting  army,  the  army  in  aftual 
fervice;  but  not  for  officers  holding  commiffions  by  brevet, 
nor  for  officers  on  half  pay.  With  regard  to  an  officer  by 
brevet,  fpeaking  irreverently  of  the  Sovereign,  i|t  would  be 
a  great  offence  ;  but  what  was  the  punifhment  of  fuch  aa  of- 
fence under  the  articles  of  war  ?  He  was  to  be  cafhiered. 
Hi*  Lordfliip  expatiated  on  this,  and  adnaitted,  that  an  offi- 
cer fo  ofending  ought  to  be  punifhed.  He  obferved,  how- 
ever, that  the  fame  article  of  war,  that  declared  fpeaking  ir- 
reverently of  the  Sovereign  to  be  an  offence,  alfo  deemed  it 
an  iiiilance  of  mutiny,  and  ftated,  that  to  fpeak  rudely  to  a 
foperior  officer  was  an  offence  likewife ;  but  he  appealed  to 
Lord  Amherft,  whether,  if  an  officer  not  in  adkual  fervice, 
ihould  accidentally  hold  uncivil  language  to  him  in  promif- 
cuous  company,  he  fhould  think  he  ought  to  be  tried  by  a 
Court  Martial,  though  were  any  officer  of  inferior  rank  in 
adlual  fervice  to  hold  fuch  language  to  him,  he  undoubtedly 
would  think  it  his  duty,  not  from  perfopal  feelings,  but  from 
refpedl  to  his  own  rank,  and  the  difcipline  of  the  army  ia 
that  cafe  to  proceed  to  bring  the  offender  to  a  Court  Mar- 
tial. [Lord  Amherft  nodded  in  confirmsjtipn  of  Lord  Lough- 
borough's reafoning  j  As  the  bill  flood  worded,  this  extraor-  * 
dinary  cafe  was  in  poffibility,  viz.  th^t  ;>  capricious,  ill-ad-- 
vjfed  Government  might  order  every  brevet  officer  to  go  to 
Gibraltar,  and  there  detain  them.  He  reafoqed  upipn  thi$  as 
a  cafe  a^ually  in  poffibility,  and  aiked  if  their  Lordfhips 
would  fuffer  a  bill,  warranting  the  bare  poffibility  of  fuch  a 
cafe  to  pafs  into  a  law. 

The  Lord  Chancelhr  in  reply  faid,  that  while  we  had  a  The  Lord 
Handing  army,  we  muft  provide  laws  for  the  good  govern-  Chancelloi 
ment  of  that  army,  in  order  to  make  it  as  perfeft  in  point 
of  difcipline  as  the  army  of  any  other  country  to  which  it 
might  ftand  a  v:hance  of  being  oppofed.  There  muft  there- 
fore be  a  mutiny  bill,  and  that  bill  muft  be  made  to  apply  to 
the  army,  fuch  as  it  was,  which  we  kept  ftanding.  With 
regard  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  poffible  cafe  of  all  the 
.  brevet  officers  being  ordered  to  Gibraltar,  the  converfe  of  the 
c^fe  was  equally  to  be  provided  againft.  Suppofe  every  ge- 
neral officer,  when  called  upon  to  go  upon  a  particial^r  fer- 
vice,  fliould  refufe  to  go,  would  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
fiy,  there  ought  not  to  be  a  bill  to  enable  the  Government 
to  avert  fuch  an  evil?  He  admitted  that  his  fuppofit ion  was 
like  the  noble  and  learned  Lpr(i%  a  very  extreme  cafe;  but 
it  was  equally  poffible  to  happen  with  the  cafe  of  the  breve; 
Q&cers  being  jfeiit  to  Gibraltar.  x 
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The  queftion  was  then  put,  and  the  bill  was  ^terwardi 
reported  to  the  Houfe  by  Lord  Sparfdate  without  amcndr 

ment. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Wednefday^  lift  Afar ch. 

Lora  Raw-      Lord  Rawdon  defired  the  attention  of  the  Houfis,  whilft 
dt>n-  he  begged  leave  to  remarjc,  that  fome  traafaftions  had  lately 

happened  in  j-efpeft  to  the  ceffion  of  part  of  the  JBritiih  porr 
perty  to  Spain,  which  he  conceived  could  not  he  done  with- 
out the  concurrence  of  His  Majefty'sMinifters;  and  as  eve- 
ry thing  relating  to  Florida  was  of  confequence  to  thiscouor 
try,  he  wiihed  to  know  by  what  means,  or  rather  under  whajt 
authority,  fucli  a  cefSpn  was  made.  The  uoble  Marquis  at 
the  head  of  th«  foreign  department  could  no  doubt  give  tba^ 
information  to  the  Houfe,  with  which  the  duty  of  his  oflScc 
jhadfurniflied  him  ?  and  he  would  do  the  noble  Lord  thejuf- 
tice  to  fay,  that  he  had  found  him  .ever  ready  to  pome  fort- 
ward  with  all  proper  explanations.  But,  in  order  that  the 
Minifter  might  have  time  to  prepare  himfelf  to  anfwer  fully 
to  fuel)  queltions  as  might  be  put  to  him  refpe6ling  the  con- 
vention with  Spain,  he  fhould  give  notice  that  he  had  a  mo- 
tion upon  jthat  fubjeci  to  fubmit  to  the  Houfe  on  Monday 
next ;  and  he  therefore  moved,  that  aU  the  J-ords  bp  fuijj- 
moned  to  attend  on  that  day.. 
iThe  War-  'The  Marquis  of  Carmarthen  returned  the  compliment,  by 
Qi^isofCar  adverting  to  the  great  refpedl:  which. he  paid  to  what  fell 
^ttcn.  fj-Qix^  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  high  opinion  which  he  enter- 
tai^ied  of  him,  as  well  in  his  charafler  of  a  foldier  as  in  that 
of  a  fenator;  and  added,  that  he  would  not  (brink  from" any 
inquiry  that  the  noble  Lord  fhould  think  proper  to  inftitute, 
or  refufe  any  information  to  the  Houfe,  that  was  confiftent 
with  his  cjuty  in  the  high  department,  with  the  care  of 
.which  His  Majefty  had  thought  proper  tp  honour  him. 

The  Chancellor  then  put  the  queftion,  that  the  Lords  b^ 
Summoned;  and  it  was  ordered  accordingly,     ' 
The  Houfe  adjourned.  "        . 

Monday^  26th  March.  . 

The  order  of  the  day  being  rea\l,  that  the  Lords  be  fumr 

jmoned  on  the  motion  of  Lord  Rawdon, 

lord  Raw-        Lord  Rawdon  prefaced  the  bufinefs  he  meant  to  introduce 

T*^'  with  an  affii ranee  that  no  jnotive  but  that  which  merely  arofo 

from  what  he  deemed  a  matter  of  importance  tp  this  poun- 

V,  had  perfuaded  \\\m  10  txoviWe  their  Lord/hips  ^ith  a  par* 

liar  attendance  ou  t\\\s  A^>} .    T\v^  l\3Ni\^C^^\i\^S\'^V>4tA, 

to  their  confiOLeiauon^  '«^'^^>'^  ^^x^l  Si^a'^fMi^^- 
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vention  which  related  to  the  furrender  of  all  the  Britifli  pof- 
feflions  on  the  Mufquito  fhore,  for  the  paltry  conliderat-ion 
of  a  few  miles  in  the  bay  of  Honduras,  and  in  which  the 
*  following  paflage  occurred : 

His  Catholic  Majefty,  prompted  folely  by  motives  of  hu- 
manity, promifei  to  the  King  of  Englmd  that.he  will  not 
exercife  any  a6t  of  feverity  againft  the  Mufquitos,  inhabiting 
jn  part  the  countries  which  are  to  be  evacuated  by  virtue  of 
^he'  prefent  convention,  on  account  of  the  conneflions  which 
may  have  fubfifted  between  the  fa:id  Englifli  and  the  Indians. 
As  fuch  a  boon  to  Spain  carried  with  it  a  moft  extraordi- 
nary, and,  indeed,  humiliating  conceffion  on  the  part  of 
jGreat  Britain,  he  deemed  it  highly  expedient  to  have 
ibmjs  reafons  afligned  by  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  to  fa- 
tisfy  the  Public  on  this  fubjc6l.  He  faid,  that  we  held 
poffefSon  of  the  Mufquito  fhore  fince  the  year  1760,  and 
ihat  it  became  valuable  to  this  country,  not  only  from 
the  cotton,  indigo,  logwood  and  fugar  it  afforded,  but 
from  its  being  a  proteSion  to  our  other  pofleflions  from 
any  infult  or  impediments  in  that  quarter  by  the  Spa- 
niards. He  allowed,  that,  in  concluiling  any  bargain  be- 
tween ftate  and  ftate,  it  wa«  cuftomary  to  give  and  take; 
but  be  denied  that  it  was  ufual,  in  point  of  juftice,  where 
the  neceffity  of  the  cafe  became  not  a  plea  to  furrender  up  a 
valuable  poflefEon  of  territory,  as  large  at  leaft  as  the  whole 
Jcingdom  of  Portugal,  for  twelve  miles  extent  in  the  bay  of 
Honduras,  ^d  to  part  with  It  for  a  tenure,  which  we  could 
.only  hold  by  a  leafe  at  wilL  Had  we  received  any  equiva- 
lent, then  indeed  Minifters  would  be  blamelefs ;  but  thus 
wantonly  to  lavifh  aw^y  the  property  of  the  nation,  merely 
^n  compliment  to  Spain,  was  deferving  6(  the  fevereft  cen- 
fur$.  This  indeed  was  an  aera  of  conceffions ;  and  fo  far  Go- 
vernment adled  confiftently.  But  there  was  a  kind  of  re- 
fpedi  .which  th,is  country  had  for  its  property,  that  made 
fuch  politenefs  fo  very  ill  received  by  the  people.  Indeed,  it 
was  not  alone  injurious  and  degrading  to  the  nation,  but  it 
'was  an  ^Q.  of  ingratitude  tp  the  Britifh  fubjedls  there,  unto  ' 
whom  we  had  long  afforded  proteftion,^  and  from  whom  in 
return  we  had  received  ey.ery  mark  of  refpeft  and  affiftance 
in  their  power  to  give.  Thefe  inhabitants,  however  highly 
meriting  the  continuance  of  our  favour,  were,  by  the  con- 
Hrentlpn,  to  be  delivered  up  to  their  old  implacable  enemy  ; 
tbut  who  h^d,  it  is  true,  as  the  convention  fpecified,  given  a 
promife  that  they  would  not  punij(h  orill-tre^t  theno,  as  they 
Jiad  beei:i  fo  long  friendly  tp  Great  Britain—^  compliment 
evidently  made  in  the  true  ily|e  of  high  breeding  to  jthe  coun- 
try; very  polite,  but  a  wretchedly  po6r  return  of  gratitude 
jfp  a  people^  that  we  were  bound  to  lu^^oxv^tx  wwj  ^x>sv 
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ciple  of  juftice,  and  by  every  tie  of  honour; — a  people  who 
as  free  men,  who  as  the  unconquered  inheritors  of  that  traft 
of  land,  had  a  claim  from  Great  Britain  for  fupport  againft 
their  enemy.  There  was  a  poflibility  of  Minillers  arguing 
that  we  never  had  a  legal  right  to  the  Mufquito  fliore; — that 
k  was  always  confidered  as  a  bone  of  contention;  and  that  it 
was  therefore  the  intereft  of  this  country  to  furrender  it  up 
to  Spain.  The  cafe  however  was  not  fo.  We  bargained 
with  the  natives  for  a  fettlement  thefe,  and  the  Briti(h  law 
was  eftablifhed,  and  our  power  acknowledged  by  the  natives. 
The  length  of  time,  the  uti  p^.JfidetUy  gave  us  a  property, 
had  we  nothing.more  in  proof  of  our  rights,  and  therefore  to 
difailow  that  would  be  abfurd.  Confidering  it  in  this  point 
of  view,  we  ftiould  moft  certainly  have  made  a  better  bar- 
gain than  to  cede  to  Spain  a  traft  of  500  miles  in  length, 
and  of  considerable  breadth,  which  yielded  us  cotton,  indigo, 
and  fugar,  for  liberty  to  cut  logwood,  within  the  compafs  of 

''  twelve  miles  in  the  bay  of  Honduras.     There  was  fomething 

fo  very  inadequate  in  this  exchange,  fo  palpably  injurious  to 
the  property  of  Great  Britain,  that  it  became  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  have  it  thoroughly  inveftigated ;  and  if  the 
fads  appeared  as  ftrong  to  their  Lordlhips  as  they  did  to 
him,  he  trufted  that  the  motion  which  he  would  make  would 
meet  their  concurrence. 

Before  he  fat  down,  he  faid,  he  (hotild  give  it  as  his  fenti- 
ments  to  Minlfters,  that  the  Mufquito  fhore,  in  the  poffef- 
fion  of  Great  Britain,  would  have  been  a  much  more  proper 
place  to  receive  our  tranfported  convifts  than  the  antjpodeSi 
although  he  allowed  that  fuch  a  plan  of  f9und  policy  would 
not  have  appeared  fo  novel  and  fo  brilliant  as  the  fpheme  of 
fending  them  to  Botany  Bay,  whi^re  it  is  in>pQflUiIe  that  they 
can  be  of  any  uf^  at  qll.  His  Lordfhip  tben  moved,  "  that 
*^  the  convention  with  Spain,  fjgne4  on  the  i6th  of  July 
**  1786.  does  pof  meet  the  favourable  opinion  of  thi« 
"  Ploufc."' 

iordor-  Lord  OJborn!^  (Marquis  of  Carmarthen)  obferved,  that 

when  the  noble  Lord  firft  mentioned  the  fubjedl  of  his  raq- 
tion  Tn  the  Houfe,  he  had,  with  his  ufual  politer^efs,  deplared 
that  he  did  not  impute  the  convention  with  Spain  to  hjm,  of 
confider  it  as  a  meafure  for  which  he  was  refponfi^le.  The 
Marquis  begged  leave  to  take  that  opportunity  of  decla- 
ring that  he  was  not  only  refponftble  for  it,  a$  one  of  the 
Minifters  honoured  witji  His  Maje.fty's  confidence,  but  tliat 
he  was  the  Minifter  moft  pi^rtjcularly  and  perfonally  refpon- 
fible,  being  that  Minifter  whp  had  figned  the  convention; 
Xior  did  he  wifti  to  (hrink  in  the  fmalleft  drgree  from  the  re- 
/ponfibility  that  belon^eA  to  Ocve  rcve^^Sxw^*  \^  V^\M  finned 
the  conventioa  coi^njlavu^^  o^>  ^tvii  ^\n,^\\  x^>$  x^^xWx^ 
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(hore,  merely  for  the  pmrpofe  of  talking  a  narrow  flip  of  terri- 
tory of  not  more  than  between  eleven  and  twelve  miles  in 
extent,  in  exchange  for.a  territory  of  between  three  and  four 
hundred  long,  and  near  one  hundred  in  depth  inlaiid  from 
the  fea,  he  would  be  moft  ready  to  acknowledge,  -tliat  he  de- 
ferved  every  poiTible  cenfure,  and  to  have  his  name  branded 
with  infamy,  and  delivered  down  to  pofterity  with  all  that 
odium  and  difgrace  which  ought  fo  defervedly  to  be  annex* 
ed  to  the  name  of  that  Miniiter,  who  could  fo  bafely  have 
>  betrayed  the  interefts  of  his  country.  But  he  had  thehap* 
pinefs  to  know,  that  the  convention  had  been  formed  on  far 
different  grounds  than  the  mere  exchange  of^ territory.  The 
fixth  article  of  the  definitive  treaty  of  peace  with  the  King 
'of  Spain,  rendered  a  convention  neceflary,  and  on  that  ground 
it  Had  been  negociated  and  concluded.  He  was  ready  to  ad- 
mit, that,  in  pacific  times,  when  all  was  quiet,  the  Mufqui- 
to  fhore  might  be  looked  upon  as  a  valuable  pofleflion;  but 
confidering  its  fituation,  with  a  jealous  neighbour  at  the' 
back  of  it,  we  might  have  found  ample  reafou  to  have  regard- 
ed it  othervvife.  In  this,  as  in  many  other  cafes,  where, 
upon  the  face  of  the  tranfadlion,  Minifters  might  appear  to 
be  to  blame,  there  was  llrong  and  fufficient  ground  of  jufti- 
fication,  if  the  difcretion  due  from  men  in  high  executive 
offices  did  not  teach  them  rather  to  rifle  tht  ir  own  character, 
and  to  be  contented  with  a  confcioufnefs  of  their  innocence, 
than'refort  to  that  mode  of  juflification  which  muft  neceflfa- 
rily  reft  on  a  difclofure  of  fafts,  highly  necefTary  for  the 
purpofes  of  national  fafety,  and  the  continuance  of  the  pub-  \ 
lie  peace  and  tranquillity  to  be  kept  concealed.  On  the  pre- 
fent  occafiofi,  he  would  not  be  the  Minifter  mean  enough 
to  juftify  himfelf  by  the  betraying  of  any  fecrets  which 
ought  not  to  be  made  public  without  the  confent  of  the 
Crown,  and  which,  if  made  public,  might  be  attended  with 
confequences  prejudicial  to  the  country. 

The  Duke  of  Afanche^er  dechredy  that  he  rofe  in  confe-  XhcDukt 
quence  of  the  blame  which  might  otherwife  be  thought  impu-  ©^  '^w*- 
table  to  hirn  for  the  part  which  he  h^d  taken  in  negociating  ^^^^'^"' 
and  concluding  the  definitive  treaty,  under  the  authority  of  one 
of  the  articles,  of  which  it  had  been  declared  that  the  con- 
vention with  Spain  was  necefTary,     He  owned  that  he  felt 
himfelf  particularly  embarraflid  in  what  manner  to  fpeak  on 
the  prefent  occafion,  fince  it  was  almoft  impoflible  for  him 
to  explain  his  own  conduft  without  going  into  a  variety  of 
matters,  that  the  Houfe  could  not  properly  comprehend  un- 
lefs  they  had  all  the  papers  before  them   to  wlvich   thofe 
matters  referred;  and  that  perhaps  His  Majefty's  Minifters 
might  not  think  it  p«rudent  to  permit.     He  would  not  there - 
£?r€  attempt  tQ  fey  any  thing  whic\x  m\^X.\i^  cqxvWs.^x^^  •*.% 
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betraying  State  fecrets,  but  content  bimfelf  with  merely  de* 
daring  that  the  ccnvention  went  a  great  way  farther  thaa 
the  definitive  treaty  made  it  neceflary  that  it  mould  go.  The 
Duke  defired  it  to  be  thoroughly  underftood,'  that  he  felt  no 
unwiliingnefs  to  go  fully  into  the  matter,  but  was  ready  to 
do  it,  if  the  papers  in  queftion  could  be  brought  regularly 
before  the  Houfe ;  and  he  really  did  not  himfelf  think  that 
the  p,rodu£lion  of  them  would  do  any  hurt. 
The  Earl  of     The  Earl  of  Carlijle  fpoke  of  the  Mufquito  fliore  as  afet- 
^arliffc      tlement  which  had   been  in  the  undifturbed  pofleffion  of 
Great  Britain  for  more  than  a -century,  and  went  into  a  fe- 
ries  of  reafoning,   grounded  upon  references  to  dates  and 
treaties,  to  prove  the  fa6l.     He  quoted  the  year  1748,  and 
other  periods,  to  (hew  that  our  claim  to  it  had  been  recogni- 
fed,  and,  after  much  argument  to  eflablifh  that  point,  iaid, 
that  he  could  not  agree  that  it  was  right  to  contend  in  that 
Houfe  for  the  value  of  the  trade  carried  on  by  means  of 
the  Mufquito  ihore  fettlement,  if  it  Was  really  (what  he 
feared  it  muft  be  acknowledged  to  be)  nothing  more  than  a 
fmuggling  trade  upon  the  Spaniards  and  their  fettlements* 
Another  reafon  why  he  could  not  agree  to  the  motion  ge- 
nerally was,  on  account  of  the  extreme  delicacy  of  queftions 
like  the  prefent.     There  was  fo  much  to  be  faid  of  the  dif- 
cr^tion  which  Minifters  were  bound  to  exercife  upon  fome 
parts  of  their 'condufty  that  where  that  was  ferioufly  plead-  . 
ed,  and  it  was  declared  that  neceffary  motives  of  fecrecy  pre- 
vented their  making  ufe  of  the  juftification  in  their  power, 
he  thought  that  degree  of  credit  was  due  to  them  at  lcaft>. 
that  it  Ihould  be  taken  for  granted  that  they  had  other  and 
much  ftronger  reafons  for  what  they  had  done  than  appeared 
on  the  face  of  the  tranfaftion.     Queftions  of  cenfure  were 
thofe  kind  of  queftions  that  in  his  mind  ought  not  to  reft 
upon  myfterious  and  uncertain  fafls,  but  upon  broad,  pal- 
pable, felf- evident  mifconduft ;  and  therefore  he  could  not 
help  giving  Minifters  credit  for  having  had  other  and  fuffi- 
ciently  juftificatory  motives  for  giving  up  the  Mufquito 
lliore.     But  there  was  a  part  of  the  convention  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  mentioned  in.  the  latter  part  of  his  fpeech^ 
and  of  which  the  noble  Marquis  had  omitted  to  take  any 
the  fmalleft  notice ;  and  that  was  the  language  of  the  14th 
article  of  the  convention :  that  was,  his  Lordfhip  fard,  a 
matter  on  which  he  had  hoped  the  nobk  Marquis  would 
have  given  their  Lordfliips  fome  fatisfadlion,.  though  he  was 
at  a  lofs  to  imagine  how  any  Minifter  could  juftify  himfelf 
for  having  hung  up  the  humiliation  of  Great  Britain  iaevery 
court  in  Europe  in  av\  ;i\:ticle  fo  degrading  to  the  natiooat 
honour.     He  enlarged  ot\  t\v\^  ^^  ^V^^  ^x^s^vAokf  cenfure^ 
bigcaufe  there  could  be  ivo  feci^x.  i^^ofvx  fe>\lxiOjk'ai.\s»xC>^\sjji^ 
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£icrifice  of  the  fpirit  of  the  coxintry,  and  on  that  ground  he 
thought  the  motion  juftifiable. 

Vikoxxnt  Siormont  declared,  that  he  would,  as  Ihortlyas  vifcount 
pioffible,  ftate  .his  reafons  for  fuppoiting  the  motion,  be- ^^^'™®'*'? 
caufe,  having  a  fevere  hoarfenefs,  he  was  not  able  if  he' 
were  ever  fo  defirous  of  fpeaking  at  length  upon  that  or  any 
tjther  fubjeft:  he  then  began  to  fay,  that  in  all  negotia- 
tions there  ought  to  be  a  parity  of  advantage  in  the  ex- 
change of  territories ;  in  the  prefent  cafe  there  was  clearly 
no  fuch  parity.  He  was  proceeding  to  enter  on  an  exami- 
nation of  the  article  of  the  definitive  treaty,  and  to  com- 
pare it  with  the  convention,  when  he  was  interrupted  by 

The  Duke  of  Richmond,  who  faid  he  rofe  to  fpeak  to  or-  l^uke  of 
der.  He  could  not  think  it  either  orderly  or  fair  to  go^^*^^"^°^ 
into  matters  that  could  not  be  faid  to  be  regularly  before 
the  Houfe,  the  papers  on  which  the  comparifon  refted  hot 
having  been  produced.  The  Duke  reminded  the  Houfe  of 
ivhat'had  fallen  from  the  Duke  of  Manchefter,  who  had 
^It  himfelf  precluded  from  a  juftification  of  his  own  con^ 
-du^k  for  the  want  of  thofe  papers :  the  Duke  was  farther  al- 
luding to  the  Duke  of-  Manchefter's  .fpeech-^when 

Lord  Portchejler  called  his  Grace  to  order,    declaring  it  Lord  Port 
was  diforderly  for  any  noble  Lord,  who  had  called  another  ^^^^"' 
noble  Lord  to  order,  to  allude,  in  the  courfe  of  what  he 
faid  to  juftify  his  having  done  fo,  to  what  had  fallen  in  de- 
bate from  another  noble  perfon. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  defended  himfelf  by  ftating,  that  Duke  of 
it  was  neceflary  for  him  to  have  faid  what  he  had  done,  in  Richmond 
order  to  ftiew  why  the  noble  Vifcount  had  been  difor- 
derly. 

Vifcount  Stormont  rofe  again  and  thanked  the  noble  Duke  Vifcount 
for  having  afted  as  he  had,  declaring  that  he  flood  corrected  stormont. 
and  would  take  the  queftion  up  in  a  different  way :  he  then 
went  much  at  large  into  a  defence  of  the  motion,  declaring  it 
was  the  mildeft  motion  that  could  have  been  made  on  amatter 
of  fuch  palpable  mifcondudi.  He  faid  the  Minifter  had  been 
to  blame  for  the  irregular  manner  in  which  he  had  firft  in- 
troduced the  Convention  to  the  notice  of  Parliament  in  the 
fpeech  from  the  throne,  which  in  that  inftance  might  with 
peculiar  juftice  be  called  the  fpeech  of  the  Minifter;  he  had 
been  to  blame  likewife  for  an  exchange  of  territory,  which 
tvas  not  fo  juftifiable  asthat  recorded  of  old — the  change  of 
gold  for  brafs.  He  fpoke  of  the  long-eftablifhed  right  of 
this  country  to  confider  the  Mufquito  Ihore  as  her  undoubted 
poiTeffion ;  a  territory  that  fhe  held  by  as  good  a  claim  as 
ihe  held  the  ifland  of  Jamaica  :  he  referred  to  the  argument 
of  the  Earl  of  Carlifle  on  thi?  ^^oint,  and  quoted  (as  hU 
Lordihip  had  done)  different  periods  to  l^tON^  \JaaX  ^>xt  x^^goJs^ 
/    VouXXIl.  S  ""^^ 
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had  been  recognized  by  treaty  ;  he  inftanced  two  precedents 
where  motions  of  cenfure  had  been  moved,  and  one  in  which 
the  Prime  Miniller  of  the  day  (the  Earl  of  Oxford)  had 
joined  in  fupporting  the  motion ;   he  particularly  enlarged 
on  the  14th  article  as  an  unneceflary  degradation  of  the 
country,  and  faid,  the  Mufquito  Indians  had  proved  them- 
felves  faithful  allies,  and  had  invariably  adhered  to  the  in- 
terefU  of  Great  Britain :   he  contended  that, they  were  an 
independent  people,  and  that  we  had  no  right  whatever  to 
deliver  them  over  to  the  Spanifh  yoke.     He  fpoke  alfo  of 
the  Britifli  fubjefts,  to  whom  we  oWed  undoubted  prot£lion, 
and  concluded  his  fpeech  with  declaring,  that  he  would  not 
givevMinifters  any  advice  which  he  would  not  take  himfelf, 
and  that  he  would  on  no  account  whatever  have  a  hand  ia 
the  Convention, 
lord  Chan-      The  Lord  Chancellor  began  with  declaring,  that  he  had 
cdlor.         expefted  to  have  heard  the  queftion  fpoken  to  witb  that  de- 
gree of  explicitnefs  and  candour  that  belonged  to  it;  he 
had  looked  for  more  accuracy  of  defcription  in  point  of  g^ 
graphical  charadter  than  had  been  attempted.     The  Muf- 
.    quito  fhore  had  been  talked  of  as  a 'trail  of  country  ex- 
tending between  four  and  five  hundred  miles,  without  the 
fmalleft  mention  of  the  fwamps  and  moraffcs  with  which  it 
was  interfperfed,  nor  any  allowance  for  the  parts  of  it  that 
werea6luallyirapoflibIeto.be  either  cultivated  or  inhabited. 
With  regard  to  fettlements,  it  would  have  been  imagined  by 
thofe  who  were  ftrangers  to  the  fa£l,  that, there  had  been  a 
regular  government,  a  regular  council,  and  eflabli/hed  laws, 
'peculiar  to  the  territory,  when  the  faft  was,  there  neither 
exifted  one  nor  the  other;  he  went  into  the  hiftory  of  the 
fetUement,    tracing  it.  down    from  the  year  1650  to  the 
year  1777,  mentioning  Lord  Godolphiifs  treaty  and  all  its 
circumftances,  and  deducing  arguments  from  each  fo£l  he 
mentioned,    to  prove  that   the  Mufquito  fhore  never  had 
been  fairly  to  be  xleenjed  a  Briti/h  fettlement;    but  that 
a  detachment  of  foldiers  had  been  landed  from  the  ifland  of 
Jamaica,  who  erefted  fortifications,  which  were  afterwards, 
by  order  of  the  government  at  home,  abandoned  and  with- 
drawn. '  He  inftanced  the  tranfa6lions  on  tl^  fubjedl  at  the 
peace  of  Paris  in  1763,  when  Governor  Littleton  prefided 
at  Jamaica, .  and  enlarged  upon  them   to  ffaew,   that  this 
'  country  by  the  peace  of  Paris  had  renounced  whatever  claim 
flie  might  before  that  period  have  fancied  (he  had  a  right  to 
maintain,  and  had  given  a  frefli  proof  of  her  having  done 
{o  in  the  year  1777?  when  Lord  George  Gernjain,  the  fe- 
cretary  for  tho  An\er\c;xv\  Ae^?^T\.t^^t\t^  Cent  out  Mr.  Lawrie 
to  the  Mufquito  ft^ote  Vo  fe^  vWt.  \\\^  ^x^NsX-^iXNa^^  ^  vUi 
country  with  Spamweit  c^uv^di  l>o\\^  \t^^  ^'iRK^iJ^^^^  ."^^v 
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Lordihip  enlarged  on  thefe  particulars,  aod  after  enforcing 
and  applying  them  to  the  arguments  urged  in  defence  of 
the  motion,  prpceeded  to  notice  what  the  harl  of  Carliile 
had  faid  on  the  delicacy  of  queftions  of  that  fort,  declaring 
'  that  he  had  been  happy  to  hear  tlie  matter  fo  judici.  ufly 
•obferved  u[X>n*  He  ftiould  have  been -extremely  glad  if  th% 
whole  grounds  of  the  tranfadlions  could  with  prudence  and 
propriety  have  been  gone  into,  bdt  as  that  could  not  be 
done,  he  muft  meet  the  matter  as  he  foUnd,  it.  With  regard 
to  the  degradation  of  th^  country  that  the  14th  article  was 
preterided  to  hold  out,  he  denied  the  fa6l :  the  Mufquitos 
were  not  our  allies ;  they  were  not  <i  people  whom  we  were 
bound  by  treaty  to  proted,  nor  was  there  any  thing  like 
the  number  of  Britifh  fubjedls  there  that  had  been  Itated^ 
the  number  having  been  according  to  the  laft  report  from 
thence  only  120  men  and  16  women;  the  fa£l  was,  we  had 
procured  (by  contradl,  if  noble  Lords  pleafed)  a  fti[5u lotion 
that  the  King  of  Spain  would  not  punifh  thofe  Britiih  fub- 
jedls,  and  the  Mufquitos  who  had  pofleffed  themfelves  im- 
properly of  the  rights  belonging  to  the  Spanifli  crown,  and  , 
in  confequence  of  fuch  irregular  poffeffion  had  perfifted  for 
a  courfe  of  time,  but  with  frequent  interruption,  in  the  en- 
joyment of  thofe  rights.  He  repelled  the  argument  that  the 
fettlement  was  a  regular  and  legal  fettlement ;  and  fo  far 
from  agreeing,  as  had  been  contended,  that  we  had  uni- 
formly remained  in  the  quiet  and  unqueiHoned  poffeffion  of 
our  claim  to  thfe  territory,  he  called  upon  the  noble  Vif- 
count  to  decl;ire  as  a  man  of  honour,  whether  he  did  not 
know  to  the  contrary  ? 

Vifcount  Stormont  replied,  and  maintained  his  former  ar-  Vifc< 
gument  as  to  the  general  turn  of  it.  With  regard  to  the  Store 
queftion  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  put  to  him 
fo  pointedly,  he  could  not  but  obferve,  that  a  noble  Duke 
had  called  him  to  order  for  going  to  fpeak  particularly  to 
the  very  point  to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  now 
called  upon  him  to  anfwer.  His  Lordihip  then  went  into 
argument  to  meet  that  queftion. 

Lord  Rawdon  rofe  to  take  notice'  of  fome  paflages  of  the  Loj 
noble  and  learned  Lord's  fpeech  that  had  gone  upon  what  Raw« 
had  fallen  from  him,  and  anfwered  them  feverally.  He  pro- 
duced- fome  documents  figned  by  General  Bailing,  when 
'  Governor  of  Jamaica,  to  prove  that  a  fuperintendant  had 
been  fent  over  to  the  fettlement  on  the  Mufquito  fhore  at 
that  time  with  a  view  to  forni  a  government :  he  alfo  quo- 
ted the  year  1744,  as  one  proof  that  there  had  exifted  a 
Council  of  Tr^de,  &c.  publicly  recognized  by  this  country 
fo  long  fince.  With  regard  to  there  having  been  mutual 
churns  equally  urge4  by  Gteat  BtVuvu  ^^^^^^^ix^^  xVst  ie& 
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of  ability  in  Minifters,  he  faid,  would  have  been  proved  bf  ] 
their  having  made  good  our  claims,  and  not  by  their  having  \ 
ceded  them  to  the  claims  of  Spain.     His  Lordftiip  deciarel ' 
that  he  had,  upon  the  whole,  heard  nothing  that  had  ia* 
duced  him  to  think  otherwife  of  the  propriety  of  his  mo- 
•tion,  than  before  he  had  ofiered  it  to  their  LordHiips*  coi>-  1 
fideration, 
•4  Chan-      '^^^^  iorrf  Chancellor  anfwered,  that  he  was  aware  of  the 
lor.        application  for  a  charter,  but  he  wiflied  the  noble  Lord  had 
mentioned  the  anfwer  that  was  given  to  that  application 
when  it  had  been  made.     The  having  fent  a  fuperintendant 
over  with  a  view  to  the  eftablifhment  of  a  regular  council, 
&c.  did  not  by  any  means  prove,  that  the  Governnocut  at 
home  had  countenanced  the  fcheme.     He  begged  leave  to 
refer  the  noble  Vifcount  to  what  he  had  before  flated  rela- 
tive to  the  condudt  of  Governor  Littleton  in  1763,  and  of 
Lord  George  Germain  in  1777,  as  an  ample  proo^  that  let 
what  would  have  been  the  ftate  of  the  Mufquito  Ihore,  or 
the  opinion  of  this  country  in  1744  or  1748,  the  idea  of 
fettling  .there  had  been  changed  completely  fince,  and  the 
fortifications  recently  abandoned  and  withdrawn.   His  Lord- 
fhip  faid,  he  had  heard  a  Minifter  called  upon  to  fpeak  out; 
he  wifhed  noble  Lords  who  fupported  the  queftion  would 
fpeak  out.     Would  they  fay,  that  the  trade  carried  on  from 
the  Mufquito  ihore  was  any  thing,  either  more  or  lefs,  thaa 
a  fmuggling  trade  upon  the  Spaniards  and  their  fcttlements; 
and  would  any  noble  Lord  fay  that  a  Britifh  Minifter,  ia 
any  given  fituation,  ought  to  maintain  and  fupport  inch  a 
trade  in  the  face  of  Parliament,  or  in  negociation  with  any 
one  foreign  court  wjiatever. 
5ra  Lord  Rawdon  replied,  that  he  had  not  argued  upon  what 

/don.  would  have  been  done,  nad  a  charter  been  granted  when  ap- 
plied for,  but  had  produced  a  document  to  eftablifli  a  fa<3, 
and  to  prove  that  there  had  many  years  exifted  a  council 
to  protect  trade,  and  a  regular  form  of  government. 
Hawkc.  .  Lord'Hawkp  corroborated  this  by  inftancing  the  treaty  of 
1672,  and  a  negociation  of  1 7 1 7,  a  few  years  sifter  the  treaty.  , 
erf  Utrecht. 

\  ,  At  length  the  queflion  was  put,  and  the  Houfe  drvided| 
\      Contents,  17     —    Kot  Contents,  53, 

I  Chan-      The  Lord  Chancellor  called  the  attention  of  theii*  Lordihipt 

r»        to.  the.Gainfborough  road  bill  now  moved  to  be  read :  he  fti- 

ted  that  it  was  cuftomary  to  carry  bills  through  Parliament 

under  the  idea  of  a  public  benefit,  when  they  often  did  a 

material'  mifchief  to  private  property ;  and  it  was  too  often 

the  cafe  that  thofe  bills  paffeA  vj'wVvav^iX.  -^  d\ie  and  proper" 

'<iig2ition,  oi  their  meiVis  aiv^  ijitive\:\u%   T\\^\i^5R\v\^ 
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lay  on  the  tahle  went,  in  his  opinioti,  to  affeft  the  privafe 
rights  of  two  parifhes,  which  parifhes  at  prefent  enjoyed 
the  emoluments  of  at  toll  on  a  ferry  acrofs  the  river  Trent; 
that  it  was  propofed  by  the  prefent  adi  to  abolifli,  and  in 
its  place  to  eredl  a  bridge  that  was  not  to  be  fuhje6l  to  any 
-  parochial  toll  whatfoever;  nor  was  there  any  recompenfe 
to  be  made  to  the  perfons  at  prefent  in  legal  pofTeffion  of 
that  property.  He  protefted  that  he  was  unconne<Sted  with 
all  party,  and  that  he  ilood  fingly  on  his  own  unl^iafled 
judgement,  when  he  declared  to  their  Lordfhips,  that  he 
deemed  the  bill  in  its  prefent  form  an  attack  upon  private 
right,  and  as  fuch  highly  imprpper  to  pafs  without  the  in- 
trodutSion  of  fome  claufe  that  fhould  continue  to  the  pa- 
rifhes their  dues,  and  thereby  bring  the  intended  bridge 
within  the  parochial  rates.  He  begged  the  Houfe  to  recol- 
left,  that  in  a  private  bill  that  palled  into  a  law  fome  time 
iince,  which  held  out  to  their  Lordfhips  the  ideal  of  bene- 
.  £ting  the  eftate  of  a  minor,  that  minor  and  his  mother 
were,  in  the  operation  of  the  bill,  n^luced  to  great  dittrefs, 
pnd  at  this  time  aflually  in  want  of  the  common  neceffa,- 
ries  of  life.  Private  property  was  what  their  Lordfiiips 
ihould  ever  hold  mod  facred ;  they  were  its  guardians,  and 
ought  to  weigh  well  and  confider  any  bill  that  came  before 
them,  which  even  in  the  fnialleft  manner  affe£ted  it.  He 
was  well  aware,  however,  that  private  intereft  {hould  always 

give  way  to  the  public  good  ;  but  at  the  fame  time  care 
lould  be  taken  to  make  fome  amends  to  the  individual 
whole  property  was  deftroyed  on  fuch  occafions.  He  thought 
it  his  duty  to  ftate  thus  much  to  their  Lordfhips,  that  they 
might,  if  they  thought  proper,  make  an  amendment  to  the 
purport  he  had  mentioned ;  and  he  begged  of  them  again  to 
believe  him,  when  he  declared  that  no  man  or  men  had  ac- 
cefs  to  him  to  afk  his  interefl  either  on  a  public  or  a  privAlte 
bill;  he  a6ked  as  his  confcience  direcf^ed,  and  did  that  which 
he  judged  to  be  the  mofl  juft,  fair,  and  honeft. 

Earl  Stanhope  allowed,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  ^^^ 
Jpeech,  as  to  the  general  fubjedl  of  bills,  was  excellent ;  Suflfhope; 
but  he  infifled  that  it  was  not  in  the  le^ft  applicable  to  the 
prefent  queflion;  and  he  thought  he  had  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  in  a  dilemma,  from  which  he  could  not  eafily 
efcape ;  and  firfl  he  would  flate  to  the  Houfe,  that  the  pre- 
fent bill  was  for  a  public  benefit  without  even  the  remoteft 
danger  of  committing  any  depredation  on  private  pi'operly: 
for  the  new  bridge,  when  completed,  would  aifford  to  both 
the^parifhes  in  queftion  double,  treble,  aye  ten  times  the 
emolument  of  what  they  now  poflefled  on  the  ferry ;  and 
therefore  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  wrong  in  fup^o* 
Cng  tb&t  private  property  v^as  hurt;  \\e  vivlkti^XVoXi^Wfet* 
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je&s  {hould  be  thoroughly  underftood  before  they  were 
commented  upon ;  for  he  was  certain,  that  if  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  made  himfelf  mafter  of  the  prefent  one, 
he  would  have  laid  as  much  in  favour  of  the  prefent  bill  as 
he  had  faid  againft  it:  he  gave  him  credit  for  his  alfertion; 
hut  at  the  fame  time  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  well  knew, 
that  any  amendment  to  the  bill  would  prove  fatal  to  it  in 
the  other  Houfe,  where  it  was  confidered  as  a  money-bill ; 
and  he  was  the  more  furprifed  at  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  oppofition,  as  he  was  a  perfon  who  fo  carefully 
.  watched  what  paifcd  through  the  Houfe,  and  whofe  memory 
was  not  fo  bad  as  to  make  him  forget  that  in  the  laft  com- 
Biiflion,  which  commiffion  he  now  held  in  his  hand,  the 
Royal  aflent  was  given  to  a  bill  for  making  roads  to  this 
very  bridge,  which  the  nohje  and  learned  Lord  now  wanted 
Hot  to  be  built ;  for  the  claufe  he  propofed  would  efFeftu- 
ally  go  to  that  purport.  I'hei-e  was  indeed  fomewhat  fin- 
gufar  in  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  permitting  that  lame 
bill  to  pafs  witliout  any  obfervation  on  the  ft  range  plan  of 
making  and  repairing  roads,  to  a  bridge  not  yet  built,  and 
which,  it  now  feems,  was  never  the  intention  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  as  far  as  in  him  lay,  to  permit  to  be  built. 
What  would  the  world  fay  to  the  wifdom  of  the  Houfe  of 
Lords  that  firft  pafled  an  a6l  to  make  roads  to  a  bridge, 
arid  then  rejqSed  an  a6l  to  enable  fuch  bridge  to  be  erefted. 
For  thefe  reafons,  and  becaufe  he  faw  not  any  one  folid  < 
reafon  or  good  argument  in  what  fell  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  he  ihould  be  for  paffing  the  bill  in  its  prefent 
form;  indeed  every  man  of 'fenfe  muft  be  of  the  fame  opi- 

-  nion. 
P^^  ^  The  Duke  of  Norfolk  faid,  that  he  candidly  gave  the 
Norfolk,  noble  and  learned  Lord  credit  for  the  excellent  doArinelaid 
down  by  him  in  refpeft  to  private  bills,  and  that  he  fhould 
at  all  times  be  happy  in  giving  his  affiftance  to  watch  and 
deteffc  aH  plans  that  might  be  laid  to  the  injury  of  indi- 
viduals by  thofe  private  bills ;  but,  in  the  prefent  inftance, 
he  thought  the  argument  urged  did  not  apply;  for  there 
certainly  could  not  arife  any  injury  in  the  psefent  cafe.  The 
bill  was  for  the  purpofe  of  a  public  convenience,  by  fubfti* 
tuting  a  bridge  over  that  part  of  the  river  Trent^  in  Not- 
tinghamfhire,  where  there  was  n,o  paflage  at  prcfenr  but  a    ' 

*  ferry;  the  ferry,  it  was  very  true,  was  private  property,  and 
would  be  abolifhed  by  the  ereftion  of  the  bridge — but  then 
as  the  noble  Earl  ftated,  the  parifhes  to  which  the  emo- 
Jument  of  the  ferry  belonged,  would  be  in  a  tenfold-  man- 
ner recompenfed  by  tbe  comm^xce  ?>x\i\.bft  \jrofits  which  the 

con  ven i ence  of '  tbe  bnA^e  vtwxft.  \i\\t\^  xck  x^^m*   'W^^fc  ^^ 

ho  roan,  he  avowed,  w\vo  W^  ^  ^x^^l^t  ^^s^x^  x^  t^w-^s^ 
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property  than  he  had ;  nor  any  man  who  would  be  more 
fbrwatd  to  oppofe  any  bill  which  tended  to  do  it  an  injury: 
he  muft,  however,  in  the  prefent  cafe  declare,  that  the  bill 
on  the  table  was  for  the  purpofe  of  efFedling  a  general  good^ 
without  doing  the  leaft  injury  to  private  right.  Indeed  it 
was  fomewhat  ftrange  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (hould 
fingly  ftand  up  and  oppofe  this  bill  in  behalf  of  the  two  pa- 
.  rifhes  alluded  to,  when  the  inhabitants  of  thofe  parifhes, 
who  were  well  acquainted  with  their  own  interefts,  conceived 
the  bridge  to  be  of  the  inoft  eflential  advantage  to  them : 
had  the  cafe  been  otherwife,  Parliament  no  doubt  would 
have  had  a  petition  from  them,  whereas  no  fuch  matter  ap^ 
peared ;  and  therefore  it  was  natural  to  fuppofe,  that  they 
were  well  fatisfied  with  the  bill.  The  emoluments  ariiing 
from  the  ferry,  he  was  told,  did  not  amount  co  more  than 
5I.  per  year — a  fum  fo  paltry  in  itfelf,  that  it  was  not  to 
be  put  in  competition  with  the  general  benefit  that  was  to 
arife :  befides  this,  if  a  toll  were'  parochially  allowed,  the 
emoluments  would  foon  amount  to  an  enormous  fum,  and 
be  totally  repugnant  to  the  plan  of  convenience  ^laid  dowa 
in  the  eredlion  of  the  bridge.  For  thefe  reafons  he  fhould 
certainly  give  his  vote  for  the  bill  pafEng  in  its  prefent 
form. 

'Tht  Lord  Chancellor  thanked  the  noble  Duke  for  his  can- Lord < 
dour,  which  he  faid  was  a  leading  feature  in  his  charafter,  ccilor. 
and  to  him  he  would  with  cheerfulnefs  reply,  becaufe  what 
he  faid  was  in  the  language  of  good  fenfe ;  but  to  the  wild 
ideas  of  dilemmas,  and  fuch  words,  he  had  no  anfwer.  He 
declared  again,  tha^  he  was  unconnected  with  all  the  par- 
ties in  this  bill ;  that  he  did  not  know  one  of  them ;  that 
he  never  was  in  Nottinghamfliire  in  his  life,  and  probably 
never  fhould  be  there :  his  ideas  merely  went  to  the  juftice 
of  the  cafe ;  but  as  the  other  Lords  feemed  not  to  take  it 
up  in  the  fame  point  of  view,  he  (hould  not  harrafs  the 
Houfe  with  any  motion,  but  let  the  bill  be  *read  without 
any  farther  comment. 

The  bill  was  then  read. 

"Thurfdayy  igthJprlL 

The  Earl  of  Coventry,  as  foon  as  the  order  of  the  day  Eart  of 
was  read,  entered  into  an  eulogium  on  the  commercial  trea-^ovcntr 
'  ty,  and  the  confolidation-duty  bill,  which  was  this  day  to  be 
tne  fubjeft  of  their  LordXhips  confideration..  He  allowed, 
that  the  prjnciples  which  commanded  refpefl:  in  former  times, 
ftill  held  their  eftimatibn  ;  but  the  mode  was  altered  in  re- 
fpeft  to  the  executive  part  6f  our  conftitution.  Some  ideas 
had  arifen,   that  the  procedure  of  the  coafoUdaitioa  of  the 
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duties  was  not  ftridlly  conformable  to  the  rules  entered  upon 
the  journals  of  Parliament  ^  but  as  far  as  his  abilities  went, 
it  clearly  appeared  to  him,  that,  in  theprefent  inftance,  there 
'  was  not  any  caufe  for  an  objeftion  of  that  kind  ;  and  conii-^ 
dering  it  in  that  point  of  view,  and  being  a  ftreduous  well- 
wi/her  to  the  prefent  fyfteni  of  government,  he  fliould'inove, 
**  that  the  bill  be  committed  for  Friday.'* 
Tbe  Eirl  The  Earl  or  CarUJle  confidered  the  bill  to  be  of  very  great 
^Ctfiifle.  importance;  it  refpefted  the  well-being  of  our  conftitujtion ; 
it  materially  afFedled  the  rights,  liberties,  and  indeed  the 
very  exifl/jnce  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  as  a  free  branch  of 
the  Legiflature,  and  therefore  demanded  a  moft  ferious  in- 
"veftigation.  The  cuftom  of  Parliament,  fince  Parliaments 
were  deemed  to  be  of  confequence  in  this  kingdom,  was,  that 
two  matters  of  a  diftindl  and  feparate  nature  were  not  to  be 
joined,  in  one  and 'the  fame  bill ;  but  as  an  Ipfe  dixit  on  fuch 
an  occafibn  as  the  prefent  could  have  but  little  weight,  udlefs 
it  was  enforced  by  the  auxiliary  affiftance  of  proofs  to  fub- 
ilantiate  its  validity,  he  fliould  take  the  liberty  of  calling  in 
.  the  aid  of  feveral  refolutions  on  their  LordJhips' Journals, 
the  letter  and  fpirit  of  which  Were  fo  dire6Hy  repugnant 
to  the  fyftem  which  the  prefent  bill  went,  to  eftablilh, 
that  he  trufted  every  noble  Lord  would  fee  the  propriety  of 
not  unconditionally  acceding  to  the  motion  made  by  the 
noble  Earl.  The  bill  contained  fuch  an  immenfe  variety  of 
matter,  formed  on  fo  many  hundred  refolutions,  and  com-  , 
plicated  in  fuch  an  intricate  political  fyftem,  that  it  really 
carried  an  alarm  in  its  title.  It  went  to  the  formation  of 
a  precedent  that  muft  make  a  cypher  of  the  Houfe  of  Lords, 
lubvert  the  conftitution  of  Parliament,  and  overturn  the 
deareft  rights  of  the  People.  To  prove  this,  he  defired  the 
clerk  to  turn  to  the  journals  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Se- 
cond, when  fome  attempts  were  made  to  introduce  a  new 
plan  of  government.-^It  was  at  the  time  that  Sir  Heneagc 
Finch,  afterwards  Earl  of  Nottingham,  was  Chancellor ; 
and  perhaps  there  was  not  an  argument  in  the  power  of  man 
which  fpoke  ftronger  againft  the  principle  of  the  bill  now 
moved  to  be  committed,  than  the  order  then  entered  upon 
the  journals  of  the  Houfe,  It  ftated,  that  any  bill  brought 
into  Parliament,  which  connedted  with  a  money  bill,  any 
matter  in  itfelf  abrtradled  from  that  money  bijl,  and  which 
was  tacked  thereto  for  the  purpofe  of  gaining  an  aflent  to  the 
one,  becaufe  the  other  claimed  the  necefEty  of -an  aflent,  was 
unconftitutional,  and  fubverfive  of  the  rights  of  the  People. 
The  Earl  of  Carlifle  dwelt  on  this  point,  in  order  that>  as 
thQ  prefent  bill  p\ir  potted  to  i;3.\fe  cvioney  by  new  taxes,  at 
the  fame  time  that  \t  wote  tV\e  J^owNA^  ^^^^-w^^xxt::^  ^\  -^^j^j^Co 
Nidation  of  the  cuftoius  ^ud  emfe>  ^tv^i^i.wvYt^^'^^^OTJSDR.Y^ 
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cial  treaty  .with  France,  Spain,  and  Portiigal,  it  was  in  fa6l 
a  direS  negative  to  all  the  precedents  on  the  journals,  and  a 
difdainful  want  of  refpeft  to  the  wifdom  of  thofe  Parliaments 
to  whom  Great  Britain  ftands  indebted  for  all  that  file  now 
poflefles.  His  opinion  therefore  was,  that  the  fubjeft  fhould 
be  divided,  that  the  treaty  with  France  fhould  be  one  thing, 
the  confolidation  of  the  duties  another,  and  the  new  tax  a 
third  matter.  He  fhould  for  thefe  reafons  oppofe  the  com- 
mitment, and  if  that  was  carried,  he  meant  to  offer  two 
motions  to  the  Houfe.  He  begged  tliat  this  oppofition 
.fhould  not  be  confidered  as  arifing  from  any  party  motives  ; 
it  fprung  from  a  real  regard  to  the  conftitution,  whofe  free 
cxifience  muft  be  materially  injured  if  the  prefent  bill  pafTed 
into  a  law. 

Lord  Sydney  profefled  himfelf  of  a  quite  different  opinion  Lord  Sy^ 
from  the  noble  Earl.  The  bill  was  a  good  one,  inafmuch  as  ^^^* 
it  went  to  promote  peace  abroad,  and  do  a  fervice  to  the  re- 
venue at  home.  He  loved  the  conftitution,  he  fald,  as  well 
as  any  man,  and  therefore  did  not  mean  to  injure  it.  He 
thought  the  bill  very  proper,  and  therefore  of  courfe  he 
fhould  give  his  aflSrmative  to  the  motion  made  for  its  com- 
mitment. 

Lord  Portchefler  obferved,  that  he  expefled  fomething  from  Lord  Poii 
the  noble  Lord  in  reply  to  what; had  been  advanced  by  the  noble  cl^cllcr, 
'  Earl  who  fpoke  fecond  in  thedebate.  But  fuch  was  the  barren- 
nefs  of  argument,  and  the  total  want  of  juftice,  that  Miniftrjr 
refufcd  to  fupport  their  meafures.  The  matter  now  before  the 
Houfe,  was  fo  plain  in  itfelf,  that  ingenuity  could  not  baffle 
it  even  by  fophiftry.  The  bill  was  a  diredl  attack  upon  the 
conftitution,  and  an  open  declaration  to  their  Lordfliips,  that 
in  future  tliey  were  to  be  confidered  as  cyphers  in  the  Legifla- 
ture.  What  elfe  could  be  the  refidt  of*^  a  bill  which  openly 
tacked  to  a  political  matter  a  money  confideration,  merely 
for  the  purpofe  of  infulting  their  Lordfhips  with  this  threat, 
**  If  you  refufe' what  we  fend  as  to  the  new  duties  on  timber, 
^*  &c.  you  then  refufe  the  commercial  treaty."  This  he 
conceived  to  b^  a  very  high  offence  to  the  conftitution,  and 
fomething  not  far  from  a  declared  opinion  of  Miniftry,  that 
the  Houfe  of  Lords  was  a  cypher. 

The  Earl  of  Hopetoun  detended  the  conduft  of  the  Mini- The  Eaf! 
ftry  in  joining  the  two  bills,  and  obferved,  that,  thus  coupled  Hopctom 
together,  they  made  a  complete  commercial  fvftem. 

Lord  Waljlngham  entered  into  the  treaty  with  France  and  ^  ord  Wj 
Spain,  and  accounted  for  the  connection  of  matter  in  the  °^^*"*' 
prefent  bill,  by  faying  that  there  were  precedents  to  war- 
rant it* 

Yikount  Stormont  remarked,  that  \\e  v?^^^TLlx^m^V^>Wtf-VvC<w^^ 
hdppy  tx>  obferve  fo  much  want  o{  aU^uXvou,  ^^^  oS.  x^^^^^^^"*^"*"" 
VoL.XXIL  T  '^ 
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in  Minifters  to  thp  privileges  of  Parliament,  as  the  bill  no\¥ 
en  the  table  indicated  theili  to  pofleCs.  He  trembled  for  thq 
eonfequences  of  the  debate.  He  was  afraid  it  would  leave  a 
jprecedent  behind  it  of  the  moft  fatal  tendency.  It  was  not 
merely  for  a  parliamentary  form  that  they  were  contend- 
ing, but  a  conftitutional  princi-ple,  and  a  prinei-ple  the  wif- 
dom  and  utility  of  which  were  manifeft.  To  argue  tha|: 
this  bill  was  not  complicated  and  hetcrogeneousy  was  to  ar- 
gue in  a  way  very  loofe  indeed  ;  for  what  could  be  more  op» 
pofite  than  the  internal  regulation  of  duties,  and  the  final 
arrangem^t  of  a  great  external  contraft.  Surely  if  thefe 
things  had  been  huddled  together  by  chanrce,  they  ought  not 
to  be  defended  by  argument.  Taking  it  in  a  no  more  hoftile 
way  thai^  that  they  had  been  all  confounded  in  the  fame  bill, 
merely  to  fave  time,  or  to  fave  labour,  were  they  nierely  foF 
the  fake  of  a  convenience  ^o.  facrifice  a  principle  ?  The  con- 
ftitntion  was  involved  in  the  queftion ;  for  the  flandrng  cru- 
der of  the  Houfe  ftated,  that  "  the  annexing  any  foreign 
**  matter  to  a  bill  of  aid  or  fupply  was  an  unparliamentary 
**  proceeding,  anddeflrq^flive  of  an  eflential  principle  of  the 
*^  conftitution.**  It  was  certain  that  the  moft  enlightened 
of  our  anceftors  thought  it  fo  eflential  to  prevent  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  from  mixing  with  bills  of  fupply  any  other 
matter,  that  innumerable  precedents  occurred  rn  the  jour- 
'  nals,  of  the  fpirit  and  determination  of  the  Houfe  in  rejeft- 
ing  bills  under  that  imputationi  In  a  fpeech  of  Lord  Chan- 
cellor Northington,  he  faid  that  the  mixture  of  any  matter 
incongruous  ought  to  difpofe  the  Lords  at  all  times  to  reje<3 
any, bill  of  fupply  fo  prefented  to  them.  Vifcount  Stor^ 
mont  profefled  his  aftonifhment  that  the  noWe  and  learned 
JLord  on  the  woolfack,  whofe  vigilance  and  zoal  in  main- 
taining the  dignity  of  the  Houfe  he  had  ever  remarked  with 
pleafure,  fhould  on  this  occafion  be  fupine  and  indifierent. 
Lord  Lord  Hawkejbury   obferved,    that  the'  regulation  of  the 

Hawkefbu-  jjQ^fg  ^j^j^  refpeft  to  Complex  iporiey  bills  was  perfedW 
found  and  wife.     The  Handing  order  was  founded  in  the  bcft 
policfy,  and  he  .was  perfuaded  their  Lordfliips  would  con- 
ftantly  preferve  their  privileges.     But  he  muft  obferve,  th:^ 
after  looking  through  the  journals  of  the  Houfe  for  prece- 
dents, he  found  that  the  protefts  had  been  entered  again^ 
bills  of  fupply  for  ^  the  fervice  of  the  year,  and  not  again^ 
money  bills  of  tlie  nature  of  the  prefent,  .where  the  money^ 
was  a  diminutive  objefl:,  and  came  in,  not  as  a  matter  df 
fupply,  I^ut  collaterally  as  a  branch  of  a  fyftem.     Hte  ^ri\|- 
mer2ttei  the  feveral  pto\fift.sotvx\\e\ci\xx\va.Uoa  this  head,  an4 
contended,  that  the  b\\\  nov?  \>^^ox^  >Jcv^'^xA^  ^-k^^  >\  x^^ 
means  oi  the  kitt4whic\x««:v\e^V\A>^QNa^^^  <5.^^^NSfcfc 
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■or  on  which  they  thought  it  neceflary  to  fhow  the  exercife 
of  their  right.  He  itated  the  reafons  for  coupling  the  feve- 
ral  fubje6ls  together;  though  different,  they  were  conne<Sl- 
<ed»  1  he  book  of  rates  was  tc5  be  made  out,  and  to  the  com- 
plete arrangement  of  that  book  the  junflion  of  the  mea- 
lures  was  required.  He  anfwered  the  arguments  that  hai 
ibeeh  thrown  out  refpedling  the  reduAion  of  Pxxrtugal  and 
Spanifti  wines,  and  concluded  with  a  comparifon  of  the  mi- 
ferable  and  Ihattered  coadition  of  France,  as  reoently  exem- 
plified in  the  difmiflion  of  her  Miniflers  on  account  of  this 
clamours  againft  them — with  tlie  flourifliin^  ftat-e  06  Eng- 
land, where,  in  propofing  means  for  the  fimplification  of  the 
iJuties,  and  the  coUedtion  of  the  revenue,  though  the  debt 
•was  fo  large,  and  thie  taxes  fo  heavy,  there  was  a  fj^ijrit  that 
xn^de  us  harmonise  in  the  means,  and  an!  abijijty  that  made  u^ 
iuflain  the  talk. 

Lord  Loughborough  could  not  fit  filent,  he  faid,  under  the  Ld.  Lon^ 
very  ftrange  and  very  new  doftrines  thrown  out  by  the  noble  boioagJu 
^ord  who  fpoke  laft,  on  the  difference  between  bills  of  fup- 
ply  and  mere  money  bills.  It  was  a  aoveky  of  the  moft 
alarming  kind,  and  went  to  the  deftrufikion  of  the  conftitu- 
jtional  principfe  on  which  the  itan^ing  order  was  founded. 
He  contended,  that  their  dignity  was  annihilated,  and  their 
«fe  in  the  Legi-flature  at  an  end,  if  they  were  not  at  liberty 
to  ufc  their  difcretion  whenever  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
chofe  to  infert  a  claufe  about  money  in  any  bill  that  they 
wifhed  to  refcue  from  the  danger  of  deliberation.  He  jiffcrt- 
ied,.  that  the  iiibjecSts  in  the  bill  before  them  were  mx)ft  op- 
pofite  in  their  nature,  and  that  the  argument  that  they  had 
tlie  moft  diftantconnedion  with  one  another  ecould  not  be 
iiiftained  «ven  for  a  fingle  momtnt.  \ 

The  Lord  Chancellor  obferved,  that  no  one  Peer  could  feel  The  Lor 
more  fenfibly  than  he  did  the  neceffity  of  fupporting  the  dig*  P^^"*"^^ 
jnity  and  the  privileges  of  the  Houfe.     It  was  his  moft  fer?- 
vent  wifli  to  prefer ve  tlie  rijjhts  in  the  moft  facred  purity^ 
.^nd  he  thought  no  one  thing  was  more  efTential  to  their  true 
.importance  than  the  right  c?  preventing  any  money  bill  from 
coming  before  them  coupled  with  other  matter.     But  the 
prefent  bill  was  certainly  not  of  the  quality  that  could  ex- 
cite the  alarm  of  the  Houfe.     He  argued  againft  the  idea  of       * 
its"  being  a  money  bill  in  any  tefpeft  more  than  they  wowld 
call  a  turnpike,  or  a  canal  bill,  a  money  bill. 

Earl    Stanhope    remarked,    that,    without    meaning    any  EariStsu 
thing  boftile  to  the  prefent   Minifter,  he  muft  deliver  his  hop^ 
folemn  opinion  agairift  the  doftrine  of  the  noble  Lord  lately 
.<:ome  into  that  aflembly  (Lord  Hawkeft)ury).     It  was  a  doc- 
%^'\M  which  ftf^ck  ^t  tb^  root  of  the  conilitution,  and  which 
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demoliflied  a  privilege  not  appertaining  to  the  Houfe  in  their 
own  right,  or  for  their  own  honour,  but  as  a  facred  dcpoiit 
in  theit  hands  as  truftees  for  the  People. 

Lord  Hawkefbury  explained,  and  defended  his  opinion. 
[.  Lough-      Lord  Loughborough  maintained  his  argument,  that  it  was  a 
rough,      violation  of  conflitutional  principle  to  fuiFer  the  bills  thus 
htiddled  up  into  one  to  pafs  at  all,  efpecially  as  no  inconve^ 
nience  could  poiEbly  arife  from  waiting  for  a  day  or  two. 

The  queftion  was  then  put  on  the  commitment.  Contents, 
70 ;  Not  Contents,  29. 
The  H[oufe  adjourned. 

Thurfday  %bth  JpriU 

^N^o^Ik  *^^®  Duke  of  Norfolk^  after'  having  confulted  with  the 
'  Lord  Chancellor,  moved,  "  That  the  bill  for  relief  of  int 
"  folvent  debtors  might  be  read  a  firft  time." 

The  bill  was  accordingly  read  a  firft  time ;  after  which 

His  Grace  again  rofe,  and  obferved,  that  the  prifons  of  this 
kingdom  were  crouded  with  unfortunate  debtors,  whofe 
diftreffes  were  fo  great,  that  they  claimed  the  commifera- 
tion  of  the  Legiflature,  An  icjea  had  gone  forth,  that  a 
number  of  them  had  furrendered  in  expc6tation  of  an  infol- 
vent  bill,  with  intent  to  defraud  their  creditors.  But  fo  far 
was  this  report  from  being  founded  in  fa£i,  that  the  perfons 
who  were  the  greateft  fufferers,  and  had  been  longeft  in  pri- 
fon,  were  willing  to  fubmit  to  any  inquiry,  however  ftrift, 
in  order  that  their  motives  might  be  difcovered,  being  con- 
fcious  that  the  imputation  againll  them  was  unjuft.  In  order 
that  fuflScient  time  might  be  given  to  malce  an  inquiry,  ht 
begged  leave  to  move,  "  That  the  bill  might  be  printed,  and 
that  it  might  be  read  a  fecond  time  on  Tuefday  the  8th  of 
May. 

The  prifoners,  he  added,  had  no  defire  but  that  every  pre- 
caution might  be  taken  to  ftcure  their  remaining  property 
for  the  ufe  of  their  creditors,,  and  that  the  ntmoft  card 
might  be  ufed  to  prevent  frauds;  but,  at  the  fame  time, 
they  threw  themfelves  upon  the  mercy  of  the  Houfe  to  re^ 
lieve  them  from  their  wretched  fituatioa  by  pafling  the  pre-? 
fent  bill. 

The  motion  pafled,  and  the  H^ufe  adjourned, 

^Tuefday^  %th  May* 

^^1  g  ^  Earl  Bathurjl  brought  forward  the  fubjefk  of  the  American 

irit    '     debt-bill,  and  ftaled,  t\\;i\.  ;n.  ^xe?it  number  of  loyalifts,  who. 
had  taken  refuge  \v\  \\\\%  co\ix\\.i>},  ^xvSi  >N^x^\xv^'&eL^xiXiawd,  « 
in  America,  where  iVicn  c:o\x\^xv*;iX.\i\VEv^^SCv^^^Sa\^^\'^ 
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covery  of  their  debts  or  eftate?,  were,  notwitliftanding, 
harrafled  with  adtions  in  this  country,  for  debts  owing  ia 
America,  in  fome  inftances  by  the  very  perfons  who  were 
themfelves  indebted  in  much  larger  fums  to  the  defendants, 
if  juftice  could  be  obtained  in  America.  Thofe  proceedings 
were  fo  contrary  to  every  idea  of  juftice,  that  he  was  in- 
duced, fome  time  fmce,  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  reftrain  in  cer- 
tain cafes,  fuch  vexatious  and  cruel  afiions  from  being  pur* 
fued  in  our  courts  of  Jaw.  He  acknowledged  the  delicacy 
of  any  proceedings  in  Parliament  which  tended  to  prevent 
the  free  exercifp  of  juftice  in  the  courts  of  law;  but,  in  th» 
prefent  cafe,  there  was  no  alternative.  Either  the  free  exer- 
cife  of  the  law  muft  be  reftrained,  or  the  injured  parties 
rauft  fubmit  to  the  abufe.  He  threw  this  out  for  the  confi- 
deration  of  their  Lordfliips,  as  he  intended  to  bring  forward 
the  bill  in  the  courfe  of  the  prefent  week. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  faid,  that,  on  a  former  occafion,  when  The  Lt 
the  bill  was  read  a  firft  time  in  the  Houfe,  objeftions  of  a^^**** 
very  ftrong  nature  occurred  to  him  againft  the  paffing  of  it. 
He  always  was  averfe  to  any  impediment  being  thrown  in  the 
way  of  the  free  refort  of  the  fubjefits  to  the  courts  of  juftice, 
being  convinced  of  the  fatal  'tendency  of  fuch  meafures.* 
However,  in  the  prefent  inftance,  which  was  new  in  the 
hiftory  of  this  country,  and  which  refpe6led  thofe  unhappy 
perfons  the  loyalifts,  the  feyerity  of  whofe  fituatibn  was,  no 
doubt,  if  properly  made  out,  much  to  be  pitied,  he  (hould 
be  willing  to  hear  the  cafe;  and,  if  it  were  poiEble,  confiftent 
with  the  reverence  due  to  the  laws,  to  grant  relief  in  a  par- 
liamentary way.  But,  if  any  other  method  could  be  devifed 
to  obviate  the  diflSculty,  his  Lordfliip  would  ftill  hold  him- 
felf  at  liberty  to  objedl  in  toto  to  any  fuch  bill  paffing  the 
Houfe. 

Lord  Ratvdon^  after  fpeaking  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  l.  Raw 
moved,  that  the  order  of  the  day  might  be  read.     The  clerk 
accordingly  read  it  for  the  fecond  reading  of  the  Infolvent 
Debtors  Bill. 

Lord  Rawdon  then  moved  that  the  order  might  be  dif- 
jcharged,  and  that  it  might  be  read  a  fecond  time  on  Thurfday 
fe'ennight.  He  grounded  his  motioa  upon  a  letter  which  he 
bad  received  from  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  in  which  he  faid  it 
would  at  leaft  be  a  fortnight  before  he  arrived  in  town. 
JL,ord  Rawdon  therefore  defired,  out  of  refpefk  to  the  noble 
Puke,  that  the  fecond  reading  might  be  poftponed. 

jLpr4  Sydney  faid  that  hawimed  that  the  bill  was  determined  Ld.Sydi 
one  way  or  another.     A: great  number  of  applications  were 
continually  making  by  the  friends  and  objefts  of  the  bill. 
H^  thcfetofej  w}Jh§§^Qi  be  relieved  fegriv  tUe  atuuety  of  fuch, 
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applications,  and  he  was  certain  it  woiild  be  much  better  for 
the  rnfolvent  perfons  themfelves  to  have  their  fate  ultimately 
determined  than  to  have  it  fo  hanging  on  their  minds.  He 
defired  to  know,  whether  the  noble  Duke  might  not  be  ex- 
pedted  in  town  before  fo  diftant  a  period  as  Thurfday  fe'en- 
night ;  if  not,  it  would  be  with  great  relu<5lance  that  he 
fliould  agree  to  the  noble  Lord's  motion. 
The  Lord  The  Lord  Chancellor  obferved,  that  it  was  undoubtedly  at 
CliattceUor.  this  late  period  of  the  fcffion,  a  confiderable  length  of  time 
to  adjourn  the  fecond  reading  for  ten  days ;  but,  out  of  the 
great  refpe<9:  due  to  the  noble  Duke,  he  was  pgreeable  to  the 
motion. 

The  order  was  then  difcharged,  and  the  fecond  reading 
ordered  to  take  place  on  Thurfday  the  17th. 

The  order  of  the  day  was  moved  by  Lord  Scarfdak,  for 
the  third  reading  of  the  pawnbrokers'  bill;  when, 
Xf  Lough-  Lord  Loughborough  informed  the  Houfe  that,  upon  looking 
^ott|;h.  ^y^r  the  bill,  he  found,  that  feverat  of  the  obji^dions  which 
he  had  difcovered  in  the  bill  laft  year  were  now  removed; 
^nd  it  was,  no  doubt,  rendered  more  confiftent  with  th^ 
principles  on  which  it  was  meant  to  be  fupported.  But,  yet, 
there  were  particular  parts  of  it,  which,  whether  they  ori* 
ginated  from  intentiou  or  miftake,  appeared  to  him  to  merit 
their  Lordfhips'  mature  deliberation.  The  bill  was  brought 
in  by  a  certain  defcription  of  men  who  followed  the  bufinefs 
of  pawnbroking.  Te?  huy  and  fill  was,  therefore,  no  part  of 
their  occupation.  In  order  to  juftify  themfelves  in  the  eyes 
of  the  Legiflature  for  retaining  fb  high  an  intereft  as  twenty 
fer  cenf.  on  pledges,  they  had  fet  up  a  cafe— sthat  they  were 
at  great  expencets  in  paying  and  maintaining  a  greater  number 
of  fervants  than  tradefmen  of  other  denoniir^ations  who  em- 
ployed no  greater  capital  in  trade ;  an4  that  houfe-rent  and 
taxes  were  high  in  proportion.  Now  if  this  cafe  was  fairly 
proved,  it  muft  have  its  proper  weight.  But  then  this  rea- 
ibnlng  operated  only  in  the  bills  of  mortality;  whereas  the 
prefent  bill  was  general  throughout  England,  in  parts  where 
the  reafpns  alledged  could  not  poflibly  operate.  He,  there- 
fore, was  defirous  that  the  prefent  bill  might  locally  extend 
to  the  bills  of  mortality,  and  that  its  duration  xilight  be 
limited ;  in  ordei:  that,  if  any  future  complaints  (hould  arif(^ 
the  bill  might  not  have  the  adv^i^tage  which  every  permanent 
J^w  muft  naturally  have. 

He  was  the  more  convinced  of  the  propriety  of  what  he 
had  fuggefted,  from  the  nature  of  the  only  exifting  perma- 
nent law  refpec^ing  pawnbrokers,    known  by  the' name  of 
Fielding's  ^Qi ;  which  yras  indeed  an  a6l  to  reftrain  illegal 
practices  and  gammg,  ^Ltrvow^ft.  ^\\vO[v  ^^.%  \!cv^  ^-awuing  of 
ilnta  by  perfons^liuedxa  \^;xflD^;McATO5J«.^^^\^  >^^^  "Wlv^^vw^ 
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indeed,  the  next  crime  to  a  felony.  The  prefent  a6l  refpedled 
the  penalty,  and  obviated  t]>eeffe£lof  the  penal  laws* 

He  mentioned  this  circumftance  as  a  proof  of  the  loofe 
manner  in  which  the  bill  was  drawn  up ;  but  there  were 
leveral  other  .very  material  objeA'ions  and  alterations  which 
ftill  lay  againil  it,  which  he  would  hot  trouble  their  Lord- 
ihips  with  at  prefent.  He  therefore  intended  to  move,  that 
it  be  recommitted  for  Tuefday  the  15th,  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  Houfe. 

Ordered. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

ThurJUay,   lOth  May. 

Mr.  Surkcy  attended  by  the  Committeje  appointed  to  draW 
up  the  articles  of  impeachment  of  high  crimes  and  mifde- 
meanors  againft  Warren  Haftings, Efquire,  andagreat  number 
of  other  members  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  went  to  the 
Houfe  of  Peers,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  being;  come  lotlie 
bar,  Mr.  Burke  addreifed  his  Lordlhip  in  the  following 
'   words : 

«  My  Lord, 

*^  I  am  commanded,  in  the  name  of  the  Houfe  of  Com*- 
**  mon;?,  and  of  all  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  to  im- 
**  peach  Warren  Haftings,  Elquire,  late  Governor  General  of 
^*  Bengal,  of  High  Crimes  and  Mifdcmeanors,  and  to  ac*- 
^*  quaint  the  Lords,  that  the  Commons  will,  with  all  con- 
**  venient  fpeed,  exhibit  articles  agaiuft  him,  and  make  good 
«  the  fam^.'' 

The  Houfe  adjourued. 

Monday,   l^th  May. 

^Sir  Francis  Molyneux  having^  acquainted  their  Lordfhip^^ 
that  there  vvas  a  meitTage  from  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and 
the  meflengers  being  ordered  in, 

Mr.  Burke,  attended  by  feveriail  other  members,  prefented 
at  the  bar,  and  gave  into  the  hands  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
the  articles  which  fupported  the  impeachment  of  Warren 
Haftings,  efquire,  late  Governor  General  of  Bengal  j  fay- 
ing: 

*^  My  Lord  Chancellor, 
"  We  ate  commanded  by  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain, 
**  to  exhibit  Articles  of  Impeachment,  of  High  Crimes  and 
•*  lylifdemeanors,  committed  by  Warren  Haftings,  Efquire, 
,*^  late  Governor  General  of  Bengal,  at  the  bar  of  this  ttoufe; 
^^  in  the  Tiame  of  the  Knights,  Citizens,  and  Bdfgefles  of 
^^  Grsat  BritSLtn'm  Parliament  affembV^d,  viv  Xi^WVl  X  X^Nsxsskr 
%  &ircs  and  all  the  Commons  of  this  xe^^Vm? 
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The  title  of  the  articles  was  then  read  by  the  Lord  Chan-* 
cellor,  iii  his  place,  and,  afterwards,  the  articles  begun  to  be 
read  by  the  clerk  at  the  table,  when,  for  the  fake  of  difpatch, 
they  were  fhortened  as  bills  in  general  are,  and  fuppofed  to 
be  read  a  firft  and  a  fecond  time,  without  the  trouble  of  re- 
peating the  words  verbatim  et  literatim. 
Li.  Sydney  Lord  Sydney  then  rofe  and  moved,  **  That  Wafren  Haft* 
*^  ings  be  ordered  to  attend  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  on  the 
«  neitday." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  put  the  queftion,  but 
Earl  Fitzwiliiam  objedled  to  what  he  termed  fuch  an  un- 
precedented mode  of  proceeding.     He  faid  that  the  fuhgcft 
was  of  the  greateft  magnitude;  it  was   an  impeachment  la 
the  name  of  all  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  againft  a 
mart  who  had  groflly  abufed  a  high  and  important  truft;  and 
it  therefore  required  ferious  and  folemn  deliberation.     It  was    , 
not  lightly  to  be  taken  up^  and,  juft  like  the  complaint  of  a   \ 
fingle  individual,  merely  in  common  form,  treated  with  the 
notice  of  an  order  for  the  culprit  to  appear  at  the  bar.    On 
the  contrary,  he  fhould  fuppofe,  that  the  regular  mode  was, 
in  cafes  of  fuch  folemnity  and  fuch  magnitude,  to  move  that  i 
a  Committee  (hould  be  appointed  to  examine  the  articles  of 
impeachment,  and  to  make  their  report  antecedent  to  any 
motion  for  the  attendance  of  the  culprit.     This  he  conceivei 
would  be  a  proper  refpeft  to  the  meflage  from  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  and  the  more  regular  way  for  their  Lordlhips  to  ,  j 
enter  ferioufly  into  the  matter  now  before  them.  .  ! 

ch^  ^°[^  The  Lord  Chancellor  excufed  Lord  Sydney  from  meaning 
any  difrefpeft  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  who  had  through 
the  whole  of  the  bulinefs,  as  far  as  he  underftood,  conduced 
themfelves  with  great  dignity  and  with  great  propriety.  He 
joined  with  the  noble  Earl,  that  the  fubjedl  was,  indeed,  of 
high  importance,  when  it  came  in  the  name  of  all  the  Com- 
mons of  Great  Britain,  imj>eaclvng  a  man  high  in  military 
and  civil  trnft,  with  great  crimes  and  mifdemeanors :  And, 
in  his  opinion,  it  was  very  regular  to  move,  that  the  perfon 
accufed  ftiould  be  ordered  to  the  bar,  to  hear  what  he  had  to 
•  fay  in  his  defence.     Yet,  if  the  noble  Earl  thought  that  not 

fo  regular,  there  was  no  doubt  but  tlieir  Lordfhips  would 
adopt  any  other  motion  made  by  the  noble  Earl,  which  might 
feem  more  proper. 
Ai^^h^ft         The  Duke  of  Mancheji^r  dated  two  cafes  from  the  jour- 
*^*^  ^  ^^  nals,  wherein  it  appeared  that  three  days  was  given  to  the 
Houfe,  after  articles  of  impeachment  were  read  a  fitft  time, 
and  that  there  was  no  inftance  wherein  their  Lordfhips  were 
io  irregular  as  to  caW  w^ow  t\v^  ^erfons  impeached  to  come  to 
their  bar,  and  antwer,  Wox^  \\\^'^c^\iS&V';i.^ \\^cifc\5^  ^^^dSdec 
the  nature  of  the  cum^*   \i\^  x^i^i^'ioit^  \^\xia*^^  cjCkXNSsOTss^ 
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of  the  noble  EarU  ihbuld  take  the  liberty  of  fuggcfting  to 
hiln^  to  move,  •*  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to  infpe& 
the  articles  of  impeachment,  arid  to  report  their  opinion,  oa 
Thurfdajr  next,  and  that  every  Lord  who  thought  proper  t(t 
iittend  fhouid  be  deemed  a  membet  df  that  Conimittee.*' 

It  was,  at  laft,  agreed,  that  a  Committee  be  appointed^^ 
,and  that  fiich  Coihmittee  do  report  the  refult  6{  their  pro- 
ceedings oil  Thiirfday. 

Lord  Sydney's  motion  was  withJfa\tni 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayi  lyh  6f  Mayl 

The  judges  being  aflimbled,  the  Lbrd  dliief  Baron  gave 
the  Opinion  of  the  judges  upon  the  writ  of  error,  in  the  caft 
of  Parker  and  Wells.  The  proceedings  were  deemed  erro- 
neous; the  judgment  in  the  court  of  King's  Bench  waS 
ordered  to  be  reverfed;  and  a  writ  of  Venire  Facias  to  ifTue^ 
de  novoy  for  a  new  trial  in  the  King's  Bench. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  exprefled  his  fatisfa^lion  at  the  opinion  LordCha 
given  by  tlie  judges,  and  was  upon  the  pdint  of  putting  the"^^®*^- 
queftion,  wheriy 

liarL  Stanhofie  rbfe  and  obferVedj  that  it  mighty  perhaps^  Ear!  S 
appear  rather  fingular  in  him  to  make  any  obfervatidns  uport^^P** 
the  prefent  caufe,  more  particularly,  as  it  was  a  truth  uni*- 
verlallv  admitted,  «that  the  adminiftration  of  juftice  was  en- 
trufted  with  the  judges,  who,  upon  important  bccafions  like 
the  prefent^  were  always  required  to  give  iheir  opinions  for 
the  information  of  the  Houle;  but  there  were  certain  points^ 
in  which  the  coimfej  on  both  tidt%  of  the  queftion  had  agreed; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  perfiexftly  competent  for  any  Lord  to 
draw  conclufions  from  premifes  thus  mutually  agreed  upon; 
It  had  been  agreed  between  the  cqunfel  on  both  fidesj  that  a 
perfon  who  made  up  materials,  produced  from  his  dwn  hands, 
tvithout  purch^fing  any  auxiliary  article,  was  not  liable  to 
be  affedled  by  the  bankrupt  laws.  Now  let  us  try  the  caufe 
before  the  Houfe  (faid  his  Lordfhip)  by  this  rule  which  ii 
admitted  by  both  parties. 

Earl  Stanhope  then  went  into  a  great  variety  of  circmn- 
ftances,  to  prove  that  the  cafe  before  the  Houfe  was  anala- 
gous  to  that  which  had  been  admitted.  After  having  traced 
the  artificial^  niechanical,  and  chemical  procefs  ufed  in  the  fe*  , 
ireral  trades  and  manufj£lures  of  this  kingdom,  and  fhewn 
that  it  wit  impoflible^  from  the  nature  of  any  of  them,  to 
form  hj  txiSSSQgj  an  argument,  that  Mh  Parker,  the  plaintiff 
in  error,  wsrii  liable  to  tlit  banki:vipt  la^s,  he  turned  bis  zt^ 
teittion  to  the  exprefi  letter  of  the. bankrupt  law,s,  i^hicH 
eamprehetided  fuch  peribm  at  «  feek  ^  \W^\\\vocA  '^^  \>«jmi 
'^  i»i^ /tilling/'    Tbig  trading  in\gU  \>c  i^fcVs^^  \wv4«^  ^^^ 
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different  heads;  firft,  purchafing  of  a  commodity,  and  fell- 
ing it  in  its  crude  ftatafor  a  certain  profit — fecondly,  where 
an  article  was  purchafed  in  order  to  bring  to  perfe6lion  fome 
Article  which  the  manufafturer  himfelf  produced,  as  for  in- 
ftance,  the  manufadurer  who  produced  tallow ;  but  it  was 
©ffcntial,  in  making  foap,  to  introduce  a  proper  mixture  of 
oil  and  alkaline  fait,  without  which  foap  could  not  poflibly 
be  cxtra<5led. — Such  a  perfoh  was,  in  the  Earl's  opinion, 
clearly  within  the  bankrupt  laws. — Thirdly,  where  an  ar- 
ticle was  purchafed,  and  by  means  of  a  native  produflion  of 
the  manufaflurer  reduced  from  one  fubitance  into  another. 
Coal  into  coak,  wood  into  charcoal,  was  under  this  predica- 
ment.— Fourthly,  where  any  mechanical  principle  w:as  intro- 
duced ;  and  fifthly,  where  any  chemical  procefs  was  ufed, 
fo  as  to  make  an  effintic^l  alteration  in  addition  to  the  manu- 
feftory,  wiriiout  which  it  could  not  poffibly  be  produced. 
.  He  afcribed  all  thefe  principles  to  the  cafe  before  the  Houfe, 
and  contended  that  neither  of  them  applied  to  it. 

He  then  took  a  view  of  the  fpecial  verdift,  .in  which  it 

Was  found  that  Parker  had,  in'  order  to  produce   his  bricks, 

•*  been  a  dealer  infuel  and  fand^     This  finding,  he  faid,  was 

abfurd  upon  the  very  face  of  it.     Fuel  could   no  more  be 

deemed  a  Component  part  of  bricks  than  it  could  of  bread, 

which  was  baked  in  an  oven.     It  was  indeed,  in  common 

1«rith  the  ep£n  alr^  a  medium  without  which  the  bricks  could 

not  be  formed ;  but  no  man  would  be  abfiird  enough  to  fay  it 

was  a  component,  or  eflential  part  of  fuch  bricks.     But,  the 

article  of  fand  was  more  relied  on  by  the  counfel  at  the  bar; 

ytt  this  too,  as  vvell  as  the  former,  formed  no  cffential  part  of 

the  brick  manufaflory.  .  They  might  be^  and  formerly  wae^ 

made  without  fand.     It  was  ufed  merely  to  prevent  the  ad- 

hefion  of  each  brick  to  the  other;  and  in  this  light  it  was  to 

fee  cOnfidered  rather  as  a  tool,  or  utenfil,  in  the  formation 

of  the  article,  than  as  a  component  part  of  it.     Having 

gone  through  this  inveftigation,  the  Earl  next  expatiated  on 

thd  great  importance  of  the  fubjedl  to  the  Janded  property. 

Would  monied  men  rafhiy  venture  to  advance  their  money 

tipon  mortgages,    if  aftervVards  they   were,    by  fome  nice 

conftruflion  of  law,  to   ht  put  upon  the  conftrudkion  of  a 

fimple  creditor.    He  then  expreffed  his  opinion,  that  it  would 

fee  neceffary  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  explain  and  amend  the  law 

hi  cafes  of  Dankruptcy,  which  were  frmilar  to  the  prefent 

caufe  before  the  Houfe.     The  bill  inight  have  a  faving  claul'c 

to  exempt  any  matter  or  caufe  now  at  iffue. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  put  the  queftion,  to  agree  With  tlic 
"ej^inion  of  the  judges. — Ot4fc\tiv 
The  Houfe  adjoumeAv 
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fFednefday^  ibth  May. 

The  Suflex  Jail  Bill,  which  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had 
fubftituted  in  lieu  of  that  which  they  had  rejedbed,  as  being 
a  money  bill,  having  been  received, 

Ihe  Duke  of  Richmond  argued  in  favour  of  it,  and  for^«kc©f 
difpenfiilg  with  the  ftanding  order  againft  receiving  a  bill  ^*""°®" 
fo  circumftanced.  His  Grace  ftated,  that  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  had  confidered  it  as  a  money  bill,  as  it  gave  the 
Commiffioners  a  powTr  of  levying  upon  the  public  the  ex- 
j)ence  of  building  the  jail,  and  had  therefore  rejedled  the 
bill.  The  Duke  concluded  with  moving,  "  that  the  Hand- 
ing order  be  difpenfed  with." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  obferved  that  be  rofe  in  order  to  djf-  tbcLora 
charge  what  he  termed  the  moft  painful  part  of  his  duty,  as  Chanceli^ 
xio  man  could  wifli  lefs  than  he  did  to  thwart  the  wifhes  of 
any  individuals  refpeSing  the  objeft  of  a  private  bill;  but, 
as  the  Handing  orders  of  that  Houfe  were  made  on  the 
principles  of  equal  juftice,  and  with  a  view  to  give  the  lowcft 
chimney-fweeper  in  the  kingdom  his  right  as  readily  as  it 
would  be  given  to  the  firft  man  in  the  realm,  it  became  in- 
dlfpenfably  incumbent  on  him  to  fuggeft  to  their  Lordfhips^ 
that  the  (landing  order  was  dire6Hy  in  the  teeth  of  the  mo- 
tion then  before  the  Houfe.  His  Lordfliip  then  recapitulate^ 
thecircumftances  of  the  cafe,  and  admitted,  that  it  had  not 
been  forefeen  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  would  have 
deemed  the  bill  a  breach  of  their,  privileges  claimed  in  1674, 
but  having  done  fo,  he  muft  fubmit  it  to  their  Lordihips, 
whether  they  ought  to  violate  their  ftanding  order. 

The  Duke  of  A/VZ>««wirf  admitted,  that  the  noble  and  learn-  ^^P  « 
cd  Loi*d  had  faithfully  done  his  duty  in,  laying  down  the  ^*^°"*® 
principles  Which  he  had  ftated,  and  coincided  in  the  opinion 
that  every  fubjeft,  the  loweft  and  moft  infignificant,  as  well 
as  the  firft  Peer  in  that  Houfe,  had  an  equal  claim  to  juftice,    . 
but  he  begged  leave  to  contend,  that  the  cafe  with  refpeft  to 
the  prefent  bill  ftood  on  Angular  and  diftinft  grounds.    Hi«f 
Grace  ftated,  what  tlie  particulars  were  that  feparated  the 
cafe  from  ordinary  proceedings  iippn  private  bills,  and  per- 
fifted  in  his  motion. 

The  Duke  of  Mant^ejlcr  ftood  up  an  advocate  for  tbedoc-r  Duke  0 
trines  ftated  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  could  not  fuppreft  M*"<^^ 
a  wifh  that  the  fair  conftitutional,  and  undoubted  privileges 
of  both  Houfes  were  clearly  defined  and  eftablilhed.    With- 
out the  fmalleft  imputation  on  that  honourable  Houfe,  he 
faid,  it  muft  be  admitted  that  accidental  circumftances  arofe, 
which  occafioned  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  fometimes,  to  in-? 
fift  upon  unexpefled  pretenfions  to  privilege,  rather  lightly. 
In  fucb  cafes  the  miferable  ftiifts  to  Y?Vuc\\\io\)A'^o\>Sfc^NR«\^^ 
reduced  were  beneath  the  dignity  of  xke  owe  ^^  >«^^  ^V^^x^^ 
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other.  No  man  was  a  more  zealous  advocate  for  the  privi- 
kgcs  of.  the  Commons  of  England.thiin  Wmfelf;  but,  furely 
dhofe  privileges  would  be  more  fafe  and  fecure,  if  the  line  was 
fo  nearly  drawn  that  they  could  not  be  ifikdvertetitly  infring- 
ed. There  were  fuch  particular  and  forcible  reafons  appear- 
ed in  f^vopr  of  the  prefent  c4f^,  that  he  fliould,  certainly^ 
'    vote  for  difpenfing  witli  tlie  Holding  order.  * 

The  Lprd  Chancellor  pijt  the  queftion,  and  upon  hearing 
the  voices  of  the  contents  and  not  eonlents,  faid,  'f  I  ac^ 
f*  afiraid  the  cqntei>ts  have  it«'^ 

Lord  Rawdon  rofe  to  difcliarge  the  order  for  readmff  the  in- 
folvent  debtors'  bil|  a  frcond  time,  and  moved  that  a  new  or- 
der be  made  for  reading  it  a  fecpnd  time  on  Monday  liext. 
Vike  of         The  Pujce  of  Afcwrl^rr  remarked,  that  the  Bill  involved 
vfancheito  the  profpe^ls  of  fo  many  diflrefled  individuals,  that  he^hoped, 
for  the  (alee  of  mercy  and  Humanity/let  (he  fate  of  the  bill  be 
decided  which  way  if:  \^ould,  it  would  not  be  any  longer  de- 
layed, but  that  the  iioble  Lord's  motion  was  meant  to*  be  ef^ 
feSually  cofpplied^wjth,  arid  that  the  bijl  wpujd,  on  Monday, 
be  either  gone  through  and  ordered  to  be  committed,  or  re- 
jeftcd,  that  the  unhappy  perfons  concerned  might  know  what 
they  had  to  truft  to. 
Al.|Uwdon     Lord  Rawdfn  allured  the  noble  Dulce  that  he  had  no  defire 
to  delay  the  bill;  but  On  the  other  hand,  an  anxious  wiih  tq 
get  it  pafied,  confcious  as  \\e  ^as  how  many  it  would  make 
Jiappy,  and  reftore  to  fociety.     He  declared  that  he  had  come 
down  to  the  ^oufe,  expe<Sting  tjiaj  it  wpuld  t>e  read  a  fccond 
time  that  day,'but  in  confequenc^  ftf  ^^^  arrangef^^nt  of  other: 
bufmefs,  he  found  that  it  was  rendefedjmpoffible. 
[)|ike  of         The  pu]ce  of  Norfolk  obferved,  tjiaf  he  bad  an  apology  to 
godolk.    |i|a}ce  for  having  been  the  innocent  caufc  of  fo  long  delaying 
a  bill,  to  WhTch  he  certainly  wiflied  wejl,  ^nd  which  be  mean; 
to  fupport.     He  underftoQu  that  the  bijl  had  been  delayed,  on 
account  of  his  abfence  from  town,  which  had  been  occa(ione4 
by  real  bufinefs,  but  a  mii\ake  had  been  made  as  to  the  time 
bt  his  return.     His  Grace  declar?c|  that  he  felt  every  wifli  to 
acceier'ate  the  paffing  of  the  bill)  and  would  give  it  his  beft 
aififtance. 
(.4.Rawdon   "Lord  JR<iwdfo«  remarked,  ^bat  there  had  been  no  occafioq 
•    ■     '     for  the  noble  Diike  to  have  made  any  apology,  as  hq  was  con- 
fcious of  his  good  wiflies  towards  the  bill.     He  concluded 
with  mbvinfc  " That  theHoufe  be  fummoned on  Monday  next« 
'   Ordered:     '      ^        ••     "^      ........     .,  n-   f:.     , 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday,   lith  May. 

The  order  of  the  4a^  iot  tVvt\-,o\\^XoVsftCvLT?[3Lmoned  to  take 
into  confideration  a  mot\oi\  Td;vxvN^\o  \!cvt  €\fc6C\a^^'^^\^ 
''Pcers^  to  ferve  in  par\\;im^ut,tovv^Vjij^^^^^^^^ 
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The  Earl  of  JJcpefiotin  rofe,  and  dcfired  that  the  refolation  of  Earl  m 
January  1 708-9,  relative  tp  the  votes  of  Scotch  Peers,  created  ^f*V^^^ 
Briciih Peers  Cnce  the  unioHi  in  p^fes  df  elcfkiqn,  might  be  read* 

The  clerk  r^pd  it  accordingly  ;  and  it  purported^  that  ^'At 
*f  an  eleAion'of  the  Sispteen  PeSer^  of  Scotland,  to  reprefent 
^^  the  Scotch  Peerage  in  the  British  Parliament,  or  of  any  one 
*f  of  them,  a  Scotch  Peer,  who  had  been  created  a  Britifh 
**  Pcerhy  patppt  fince  the  uniop,  (bpuld  not  be  entitled  to 
?«  vote.'* 

The  garl  rofe  as  foon  as  this  was  read,  and  obferved  that 
the  tubjeft  on  which  i}e  had  ta|^en  the  Jiberty  of  troubling  their 
|x>rdfliips,  lay  in  a  vefy  narrow  compafs.  It  was  clear,  from 
the  refolution  juft  read,  that  the  matter  had  been  taken  intp 
flonCderation  early  after  thp  articles  of  union  between  the 
two  kingdoms  were  fettled,  and  it  appeared  that  it  had  been 
very  deliberately  confidered  and  difcuQed,  before  the  refolu-- 
pion  was  put  upon  the  journals.  That  refolution  had  re- 
piained  unqueftioned  as  to  its  propriety  and  juftipe  ever  fince, 
jjor  had  any  Scotch  !Peer  in  the  circumftances  defcribed, 
%yhich  were  thofe  of  having  been  created  a  Britifh  Peer  by 
patent,  attempted  to  yote  for  any  of  the  ftxteen  Peers  return- 
fed  to  reprefent  the  Peerage  pf  Spotl^nd  in  parliament  till  the 
laft  election,  whe|i  two  no^Ie  Dukes,  who  both  poflefled 
Britifh  Baronies,  voted  for  the  twq  Peers,  vacancies  for 
yvhofe  feats  had  been  made,  in  confequence  of  a  late  determi- 
nation of  that  Houfe.  He  imputed  no  blame  whatever  tS' 
the  two  noble  Dukes  jn  qupftion,  but  as  he  conceived  that 
their  Lordfhips  meant  that  their  refolutions  ihould  be  effec- 
tual, and  not  remain  \yafte  paper,  he  thought  there  could  be 
no  objedlion  to  this  motion,  the  pu^-port  of  ,wh|iph  was, 
*<  that  a  copy  of  the  refolution  of  January  1708-9,  be  tranf-* 
*^  mitted'to  the  Lord  Regifter  of  Scotland,  as  a  rule  for  his 
f<  future  proceeding  In  cafes  of  eledlipn,"  The  Earl  conclud- 
ed with  moving  the  refolution  in  for.rn[. 

As  foon  as  tlie  motion  was  read* 

Lord  Doug/as  (Duke  of  Queehfbrrry)  rei^arked,  that  as  LdJOo 
Xhe  motion  went  materially  to  zSe6k  his  rights,  he  hope4 
that  the  ttoufe  would  not  precipitately,  and  on  a  fudden,  de- 
cide aqueftion  of  fuch  a  nature^  but  woulcj  fqffer  him  to  be 
heard  by  his  counfel  before  they  prpceedecl  to  decifion. 
'    Lord  OJborne  (Marquis  of  Carmarthen)  faid,  that  the  no^  Ld.oflK 
ble  Duke  appeared  to  raiftalk<!;  the  nature  of  thei  motion  alto- 
gether. *  It  was  not  a  queftion  involving  in  it  confideration? 
of  private  right,   but  a  plain  and  fimple  quefftion,  whether 
that  Houfe  xpeant  to  abide  by  its  refolutions  or  not.    The  re- 
folution of  1 708-9,  was,*  in  his  opinion,  a  clear  well-founded 
xnaxini/  fince  as  the  iixteen  Peers  reprefented  the  Peerage  of 
Scotland,  who  were  in  fe£k  no  othervjife  le^tefeuted,  Scotch. 
J^fcrs  creattd  Bntiik  Peers  MuldYvavt  ivgc\i\m  ViN^XA>  ^> 
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they  fat  in  parliament  in  their  own  right,  and  had  no  claim 
whatever  to  any  part  of  the  compenfation  made  by  the  afts 
of  union  tothofe,  who,  having  given  up  their  perforal  right 
to  fit,  could  only  fit  virtually  and  bt  reprefentiRion. 
Lord  The  Lord  Chancellor  earneftly  exhorted  their  Lordfliips  to 

ancvUbr.  i^e  cautious  how  they  proceeded  precipitately,  and  on  a  fud- 
den  to  decide  a  queftion  of  much  greater  importance,  than  it 
might,  upon  the  firft  blufli  of  it,  appear  to  be.    He  ftated, 
that  a  refolution  of  either  Houfe  of  parliament,  however 
unanimoufly   carried,    did   not  conftitute   law.      Nothing 
amounted  to,  or  made  law,  but  what  had  paffed  both  Houfes 
legiflatively,  and  had  received  the  aflentof  the  Crown  in  the 
form  of  an  aft  of  Parliament.     The  Houfe  were  now  called 
up  in  their  judicial  capacity  to  re-deliver  a  judgement  that 
they  had  formerly  delivered.    There  was  no  new  cafe  before 
the  Houfe,  and  it  was  diametrically  contrary  to  the  praSice 
of  every,  even  the  lowed  court  of  juftice  in  the  kingdom,  to 
re-deliver  a  judgement,  unlefs  in  confequences  of  fome  new 
cafe,  that  made  fome  re-delivery  neceflary.     Asa  proof  how 
little  the  refolutions  of  the  Houfe  were  to  be  confidered  as 
equal  to  law,  he  ftated  that,  on  the  20th  of  December,  17 11, 
that  Houfe  paffed  a  refolution  declaring  two  noble  Scotch 
Dukes,  who  had  been  created  Briti/h  Peers^  incapable  of 
fitting  in  that  Houfe  as  Britifli  Peers.     He  reafoned  upon 
the  injuftice  of  thefe  two  refolutions  in  proportion  to  their 
different  effefts  and  operations.     The  firft  took  away  the    . 
votes  of  the  noble  Dukes  as  Scotch  Peers,  and  the  other  de- 
prived  them  of  their  feats    as  Britifli  P^ers.      The    refor 
lution  of  171 1    was,  undoubtedly,  a  very  great  hardfliip, 
and  it  had  lately  been  done  away,  but  how  ?  Not  by  rer 
folution,  but  by  an  aft  of  Parliament.     In  like  manner 
i^,    upon    mature  confideration   and    deliberate   difcuffion, 
it  fhould    be  thought   right    to    make    the    refolution   of 
1708-9  efieftual,  let  it  be  done  by  duecourfe  of  Parliamen- 
tary proceeding;  let  a  bill  be  brought  in,  and  pafs  through 
it$  regular  ftages,  but  by  no  means  let  the  Houfe,  aft ing  judi- 
cially, decide  a  matter  that  involved  ia  it  the  private  rights  of 
individuals.     Whenever  the  queftion,  whether  the  right  of  a 
Scotch  Peer,  who  had  been  created  a  Britifli  Peer  by  patent, 
to  vote  ix.  the  eleftion  of  Scotch  Peers  to  ferve  in  Parliament 
came  to  be  finally  decided,  there  were  other  important  con- 
fiderations  to  be  decided  at  the  fame  time.     For  inftancc, 
fuppofe  a  Scotch  Peer  was  made  a  biftiop;  did  he,  in  that 
cafe,  lofe  his  right  to  vote  at  an  eleftion  of  any  of  the  fixteea 
Peers  to  fit  in  Parliament?  When  a  Scotch  Peer  was  created 
a  Britifli  Peer  by  patf.nt,  v^hy  ou^ht  his  fons  to  be  deemed 
ineligible  to  Tit  in  t\\e  6\\\et  nowfe*^.  "VVfc^^^  •^sxv^-a.NWfcV^^ 
other  queftions,  \nt\m^te\^  couu^a^^  ^\Ocv  \>cv^^^\Ow\iS^^ 
in  difcuffion  (his  lordlVV\ij  tive^'i  ^^^^^^^^^^  ^^^"^^^ 
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mind,  which  tonfiderable  increafed  the  imporfance  of  the 
cafe,  and  pointed  out  the  propriety  of  not  precipitately  de- 
ciding upon  the  fubjedl.  Another  confideration  was,  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  office  of  Lord  Regifter?  Was  it  purely 
judicial,  or  purely  minifterial?  Or  was  it  of  a  mixed  nature? 
As  he  took  it,  the  Lord  Regifter  was  to  record  the  declfions 
of  the  remnants  of  the  Scotch  Parliament,  the.  Lords  of 
Council,  and  the  Lords  of  Seflion;  to  authenticate  certifi- 
cates of  their  proceedings,  and  at  an  eleftion  to  take  by  his 
clerks  the  lifts  of  the  Lords  who  voted.  He  had  fome 
time  before  feen  the  outlines  of  a  bill  for  the  better  regulat- 
ing the  election  of  the  Peers  of  Scotland;  and  he  could  wiih 
to  fee  fome  fuch  bill  brought  forward.  He  could  not  help  ap- 
proving very  much  of  their  electing  a  Praeces  of  their  own 
number  to  prefide  at  their  meetings  inftead  of  the  Lord  Clerk 
Regifter,  In  ftiort,  he  was  decidedly  of  opinion  that  there 
was  a  variety  of  matter  which  ftood  much  in  need  of  regula- 
tion by  an  aS  of  Parliament. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  put  the  cafe  in  different  ways,  as  to 
the  difficulty  the  refolution  of  1708-9  being  tranfmitted  to 
the  Lord  Regifter  would  occarion,  whether  he  vjerc  either 
judicial  or  minifterial;  and  contended,  that  inftead  of  pre- 
venting future  embarraflinent,  it  would  caufe  great  increafe 
of  difficulty  to  the  Regiftering  Officer.  He  alked,  where 
was  a  precedent  to  be  found  for  fuch  a  poceeding  as  was  now 
recommended  to  their  Lordfhips  to  adopt  ?  If  it  were  of  fo 
fimple  and  warrantable  a  nature  as  it  had  been  reprefented, 
how  happened  it,  that  it  had  never  entered  into  the  head  of 
any  one  Member  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  when  an  elec- 
tion conteft  was  decided,  to  move  to  fend  down  the  ground 
of  the  decifion  to  the  returning  officer  to  be  the  guide  of  his 
conduft  at  future  eledtions?  The  Lord  Chancellor  alluded  to 
Lord  Loughborough's  fpeech  on  the  former  debate,  when  the 
queftion  had  been,  whether  a  Scotch  Peer,  poflrefling  a  Britifti 
Peerage  by  patent,  was  eligible  to  be  returned  one  of  the  fix- 
teen  Peers,  and  obferved,'  that  an  authority,  that  he  had 
quoted,  had.by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  been  faid  to  be  an 
authority  of  little  weight,  as  the  writer  in  queilion  had  af- 
terwards been  put  in  the  pillory.  The  faft  mght  be  fo,  but 
the  writer  in  queftion  had  himfelf  taken  his  opinion  from  ai> 
authority  not  to  bedifputed, — from  the  records  of  the  Scotcb 
Parliament.  Why  then  would  not  their  Lordftiips  wait  tilE  ^ 
thofe  records  could  be  confulted  ?  They  were  (he  unden- 
ftood)  to  be  come  at,  and  in  Edinburgh,  at  prefent.  Ano- 
ther ground  on  which  he  thought  the  Houfe's  coming,  at  that 
time,  to  a  decifion  of  the  queftion  improper  was,  that  one  of 
'  the  two  noble  Dukes^  involved  in  it,  was  ;)i<9.\1'aUy  o^it  of  tl\^ 
kingdom*     As  two  ijioflths  had  elapfed  tixvtft  C\^  ^\^^\«tv 
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took  place,  h?  afked,  why  had  not  the  fubjeiSl  been  broaght 
forward  fooner,  when  the  noble  Duke  in  queftion  (Duke  off 
Gordon)  might  have  been  prefeht?  He  would  not  (he  faid)  , 
impute  it  to  defign,  becJaufe  he  well  knew  the  noble  Earlj 
n^rho  had  that  day  made  the  motion,  was  infinitely  above  doing 
any  thing  by  defign  that  was  not  perfectly  candid  and  fair; 
but,  furely,  the  Houfe  would  not  juft  on  the  eve  of  the  end 
of  the  feillon,  without  any  fort  of  explanation  given  by  the 
noble  Earl  who  macfe  it,  agree  tp  the  motion  behind  the  back, 
and  in  the  abfence  of  the  noble  Duke,  whofe  rights  the  refo- 
lution,  once  agr^d  to,  would  materially  injpre.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  prefled  the  Houfe  not  to  precipitate  the  motion, 
declaring,  that  although  the  noble  Earl  had  done  him  the  ho- 
nour to^put  a  copy  of  it  into  his  hands  the  preceding  day,  he 
had  been,  at  the  time,  engaged  in  conveffation  of  fo  arduous 
a  nature,  that  he  had  not  Sufficiently  noticed  its  tendency; 
and  as  the  houfe  in  general  were  ftrangers  to  it  till  it  had  been 
made,  the  Houfe  might  be  faid  to  have  been  taken  by  furprize^ 
which  furely  ought  not  to  be  the  cafe  in  a  matter  or  fuch  con- 
flderable  importance. 

Karl  of  I'l^g  £arl  of  Hopetoun  declared  he  had  been  fo  flipf  t  before^ 

ope  »n  becaufe  the  ground  on  which  the  Inotion  flood  was  fo  obvi- 
ous that  he  had  thought  it  unneceflary  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  Houfe,  The  objedl  of  the  motion  was  to  enforce  thft 
refolution  of  the  Houfe,  which  their  Lordfliips,  certainly^ 
meant  fhould  be  obeyed,  and  fhould  be  the  rule  of  condudl  at 
every  eleftion  fubfequent  to  the  time  of  originally  pailing  it. 
It  had  been  obeyed  till  in  the  late  eledlion,  when  the  votes 
of  two  noble  Dukes,  who  had  been  created  Britiih  BaronSf 
had  been  tendered  and  taken  in  the  face  of  the  refolution.  He 
denied  that  it  at  all  intruded  upon  the  private  rights  of  thofe 
noble  Dukes;  it  left  their  rights  as  entire"  as  they  were  be* 
fore,  and  pointed'  out  to  them,  that  if  they  thought  them'' 
felves  injured,  they  muft  apply  to  that  Houfe  for  a  remedy. 
With  regard  to  his  having  come  upon  the  Houfe  by  for* 
frize,  he  begged  leave  to  deny  that  charge.  He  had  given 
notice,  that  he  Ihould  make  a  motion  relative  to  the  right  of 
voting  at  the  cleiSViou  of  Scotch  Peers  to  fit  in  Parliament^ 
-above  ten  days  before,  and  he  knew  not,  of  any.  obligatiori 
upon  a  Peer  to  do  more,  when  'he  gave  a  notice  than  juft 
'  ilate  what  the  fubjedi  was,  to  which  his  motion  wodld  pointy 

St^'hoit.  ^^^^  Stanhope  faid  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  argu* 
tnents  had  been  extremely  plaufible,  and  extremely  fallacious^ 
as  he  would  prove.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  fcad  declar- 
ed the  right  of  voting  for  reprefentation  in  Parliam^Tft  to  bfe. 
private  right,  T\\e  vex^  t^^^ife  v^^v.-^  xltv^  ^^S..  The  right  of 
voting  for  parliamev\Ut^  i^^tefe^vx^tvotv  >«•!% -a.  y^^'^'^^s^ 
♦«iled  in  an  iudWidu^X  a^  ^u^^,  XQ\i^  t^^\C^'?A.V\NM5i.Vs 
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jtlx^  benefit  of  the  community.  In  fupport  of  this  do^lrine 
Earl  Stanhope  quoted  the  authority  of  the  late  Sir  George .  ^ 
Savile,  Vhom  he  reprefented  as  a  man  of  found  judgement, 
great  knowledge,  profound  fagacity,  and  unimpeachable  yirr 
tue  and  integrity.  Sir  George  uled  to.  reafon  thus:  if  the 
right  of  votingatan  eledlion  were  a  private  right,  any  indi- 
yidualpoffeffing  it  niight  publicly  fell  it,  as  he  might  legally 
difpofe  of  any  othep  part  of  his  private  property^.  But  the 
fa^  Is  otherwife,  it  is  a  public  right,  veiled  in  him  as  a  truftee, 
and  he  is  liable  to  heavy  penalties  if  he  fells  it.  That  was 
the  clear  and  undoubted  definition  of  the  right  of  voting. 
With  regard  to  the  prefent  motion  and  the  refolution  of 
1708-9,  neither  of  them  altered  the  right  of  the  noble 
Dukes  in  queftion ;  they  only  pointed  where  they  fhould 
come  for  a  remedy,  if  they  thought  themfelves  aggrieved. 
To  illuftrate  his  meaning,  he  ftated  the  cafe  of  the  laft  Bed- 
fordihire  eledlion,  where  Mr.  St.  John  was  returned,  and 
Lofd  Ongley  was  a  petitioner  agatnft  a  falfe  return.  On  that 
occafion,  there  were  two  petitions,  one  againft  the  return, 
and  another  upon  the  merits  of  the  eleflion.  In  the  argu- 
ments urged,  on  confidering  the  cafe,  a  diftin(Slion  had  been 
drawn  between  the  poffeffion  and  the  feat,  and  it  had  been 
agreed,  that  Lord  Ongley  was  intitled  to  the  return.  Upon 
inquiring  into  the  merits  of  the  ehStioti  afterwards,  the 
Committee  re-feated  Mr.  St.  John.  In  like  manner  the  pre- 
lent  motion  concluded  upon  the  pofleffion,  but  did  not  decide 
the  feat.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  fthe  Earl  faid)  dared 
not  meet  him  on  the  queftion  of  law,  for  there  he  knew  the 
argument  was  fo  ftrong,  that  no  reafonirtg  could  fhake  it. 
Earl  Stanhope  declared  himfelf  a  ftrenuous  advocate  for  the 
motion. 

Lord  Sydney  obferved,  that  he  defpaired  of  dojng  much  LJ.Sydne; 
good,  by  the  little  he  had  to  fay,  if  the*arguments  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack  had  failed  to  make 
any  impreflion  upon  the  generality  of  the  Houfe,  but  he 
could  not  fit  ftill  and  hear  a  motion  perfifted  in,  that  was  fo 
unneceflary  and  fo  unprecedented^  He  then  repeated  feveral 
points  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  touched  upon,  and  urged 
additional  arguments  to  enfore  them;  after  which,  he  took 
notice,  that  as  their  Lordftiips'  Journals  furnifhed  no  prece- 
dent for  fuch  a  meafure,  rccourfe  had  been  had  to  the  other 
Honfe,  in  order  to  find  one.  He  had,  he  faid,  fpent  a  great 
part  of  his  life  in  that  aflembly,  confequently  he  was  no 
ft  ranger  to  its  proceedings;  but  he  defired  any  noble  Lord  to 
prove  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  in  any  one  of  their  elec- 
tion dccifions  (and  many  of  them  had  formerly  had  a  good 
deal  of  hStion  and  party  mixed  with  them)  ever  came  to  fo 
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ftrange  a  refolution  as  to  fend  down  to  the  Returning  OflScer, 
that  they  had  refolved  that  fuch  a  fpecific  principle  ought  to 
govern  the  election  of  any  borough  or  town  in  future.  He 
denied  that  the  dodlrine  ftated  by  the  noble  Earl,  who  fpoke 
laft,  had  been  the  opinion  of  Sir  George  Savile,  with  whom 
he  had  always  lived  on  terms  of  the  ftri£left  intimacy.  He 
knew  that  the  noble  Earl  whd  fpbke  laft  wiflied  for  nothing 
more  than  a  controverfy,  but  he  would  not  indulge  hira  any 
more  than  the  nobl6  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack  had 
done,  and  that  probably  for  the  fame  reafon. 
ILord  After  Lord  Sydney  had  fat  down,  Lord  Kinnalrd  rofe  and 

Kinnaird.  ^.^j^^  ^j^^^.  j^^  fhould  not  have  prefumed  to  offer  his  fenti- 
ments  fo  recently  after  having  had  a  feat  in  that  Houfe,  but 
that  he  trufted  the  peculiarity  of  the  queftion,  which  fo  ma- 
terially affefted-  the"  rights  of  thofe  whom  he  had  the  ho- 
nour to  reprefent  as  well  as  of  himfelf  individually  would 
plead  his  apology,  and  would  alfo  fecure  to  him  that  indul- 
gence for  which  he  ftiould  have  fo-much  occafion. 

The  motion  which  their  Lordfhips  were  called  upon  to 
agree  to  feemed  to  him  confined  within  very  narrow  limits, 
as  its  obvious  purport  and  intent  was  to  give  full  effefl,  in 
the  fir  ft  in  fta  nee,  to  a  folemn  determination  and  refolution 
of  t-hat  Houfe  as  a  conftruftion  of  law,  and  which  con-r 
flrudlion  had  been  put  upon  that  Jaw  within  a  few  months 
after  the  different  acSs  relative  thereto  had  palled  that  Houfe, 
In  objedtion  to  this  motion  it  had  been  ftated,  that  it  would 
not  become  the  folemnity  of  proceedings  ufual  to  that 
Houfe,  fuddeqlyj  ind  at  once,  to  decide  upon  the  rights  of 
individuals  without  having  all  the  parties  before  them,  which 
agreeing  to  this  motion  would  certainly  by  an  indire<5 
mode  do.  That  no  precedent  whatever  could  be  ftiewn  to 
this  Houfe  of  its  ever  having  adopted  fuch  a.  refolution,  nor 
did  there  now  appear  any  evidence  what  foe  ver  of  the  pecet 
llty  of  creating  fuch  a  precedent. 

The  noble  Lord  ftated,  that  to  the  firft  obje£lion  he  fhould 
^nfwer,  that  by  adopting  this  motion  the  Houfe  would  only  ' 
I  do  that  which  became  their  dignity  to  do,  by  giving  that 
effect  and  confequence  to  a  folemn  conftrudtion  of  the  ex^ 
ifting  ftatutes  by  the  higheft  court  of  judicature,  and  which 
the  peculiar  conftrudlion  of  the  oiEce  of  Lord  Clerk  Re-» 
gifter  rendered  dubious  and  uncertain.     He  perfedlly  agreed 
with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  that  a  refolution  of  that 
Houfe  would  not  conftitute  or  make'  a  law;  hut  he  could 
not  help  believing  that  a  folemn  conftru^ion  of  the  exift- 
ing  ftatutes  by  the  only  court  of  judicature  before  which 
the  fubjeft  could  be  t^^\t.;x\.e^,  ^w^  W?cv  couft^ruftion  adopt- 
ed by  the  very  persons,  tv\aw'^  o^  >NV<5V£vV'a.\\i^\N.>i^^\sS«Sc^^ 
fi^araers  of  the  ilatuxes,   ewUXY^^  Vvea.  x.^  -^SSaW.  ^^\  \.^>fc 
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law,  which  otherwife  it  might  have  been  poflible  to  have 
entertained  doubts  of. 

The  hiftory  of  mankind  had  not  furniflied  their  ancef- 
tors  with  any  example  of  the  union  of  two  countries  cir- 
cumftanced  as  England  and  Scotland  were  in  the  year  1706, 
by  which  the  refpeftive  rights  and  franchifes  of  the  indi- 
viduals of  Scotland  were  to  be  finally  fettled  and  arranged, 
though  exceedingly  diflimilar  to  thofe  of  the  fubjedls  of  the 
country  with  which  Scotland  was  to  become  united,  and 
therefore  it  was  not  furprifmg  that  fome  of  the  terms  of  the 
treaty  might  be  liable  to  fome  mifinterpretation,  but  parti- 
cularly in  refpeft  of  the  Peerage.    ^ 

An  ele6live  peerage  was  a  thing  perfeftly  novel  in  its 
nature,  and  though  much  praife  is  due  to  the  accuracy 
with  which  this  ftatute  of  the  6th  of  Queen  Ann  is  drawn 
Tip,  yet  it  is  not  very  extraordinary  that  the  firft  eleflion 
in  1708  fliould  have  giv6n  birth  to  a  great  variety  of  quef- 
tions  relative  to  the  mode  of  conftrudling  the  adls  regula- 
ting the  manner  of  eledlions.  Accotdingly  on  that  occa- 
lion  a  petition  was  prefented  to  that  Houfe,  complaining  of 
a  great  variety  of  irregularities ;  the  Houfe,  anxious  to  pre- 
clude the  poflibility  of  future  cavil  and  doubt  refpefiing,the 
true  .intent  and  meaning  of  the  treaty,  and  of  the  different 
afts  on  that  fubje£l,  adopted  a  mode  the  moft  fuited  to  its 
own  dignity  and  folemnity  of  proceeding,  and  the  beft  cal- 
culated to  efFeft  the  objedb  it  feemed  to  have  in  view. 

A  ftring  of  abftrafl:  queftions  were  ftated  to  the  Houfe, 
arifing  out  of  the  circumftances  which  had  happened  at  the 
eIe£lion,  and  counfel  hiaving  been  heard  thereon,  it  came  to 
folemn  refolutions  on  each,  and  after  having  fo  done  ordered 
a  Committee  to  report  as  to  the  number  of  votes  for  each 
candidate,  according  to  the  applications  of  thofe  refolu- 
'  tions :  that  which  their  Lordfhips  had  heard  read  that  day 
was  one  of  them,  and  was  the  only  one  which  had  been 
attempted  to  be  infringed,  although  it  had  been  held  and 
confidered  completely  as  law  for  near  fourfcore  years ;  their 
Lordfhips  therefore  could  not  be  ofiFended  with  him  for  af- 
firming that  fuch  is  the  law,  when  he  is  fandtioned  by  the 
weight  of  their  own  authority  and  the  acquiefcence  of  all 
thofe  who  were  interefted  for  79  years. 

He  could  not  therefore  admit,  that  the  intereft  of  the  two 
Hoble  perfons  to  whom  it  was  referved  to  difcover  that  thefe 
folemn  refolutions  of  their  Lordihips  were  founded  on  a 
niifcDnfl:ru<5ion  of  law,  were  now  before  them.  He  muft 
affirm,  that  he  thought  that  matter  was  already  fettled,  and 
the  only  objeft  of  this  motion  was,  to  prevent  thefe  noble 
perfons  from  adopting  a  mode  of  making  their  c}aim  which 
is  injurious  to  thofe  who  thought  thdr  ri^hu  ^votft<JXed  b^ 
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this  refolation,  and  indeed,  with  due  deference  to  their  bet- 
ter judgements,  this  did  not  feem  to  him  a  candu6k  the  moft 
refpedlful  to  that  Houfe,  or  the  moft  efficacious  for  attain- 
ing their  objedl. 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  given  their  Lordfhips  a 
defcription  of  the  office  of  Lord  Clerk  Regifter;  he  had  it 
in  his  power  to  fay,  that  an  honourable  gentleman,  high  in 
the  department  of  the  law  in  Scotland,  had  given  it  as  his 
opinion  that  the  powers  of  the  Lord  Clerk  Regifter  were 
by  no  means  accurately  defined,  it  was  therefore  incumbent 
on  their  Lordfhips  ;to  inftrudl  him  by  their  authority  how 
he  is  to  aft  in  a  inatter  which  they  had  already  in  the  moft 
folemn  manner  fettled ;  for  he  could  not  fuppoie  their  Lord- 

•  ihips  would  choofe,  that  thofe  to  whom  alone  they  had  al- 
ready decreed  the  right  of  voting,  fhould  be  obliged  to  bring 
their  conjplaints  in  a  matter  where  they  had  received  the 

.  judgement  and  proteSion  of  that  Houfe,  or  th?t  fuch  a 
queftion  fliould  be  decided  on  a  contefted  eleflion,  when  the 
particular  intereft  of  parties  or  of  individuals  might  fo  bias 
*  the  judgement  even  of  that  Houfe,  as  to  produce  a  divifion 
according  to  favour  and  afFedtion,  inftead  of  reafon  and  juf- 
tice.  A  noble  Duke,  whom  he  faw  in  his  place^^had  held 
a  very  different  conduft ;  inftead  of  attempting  to  exercife 
any  of  the  privileges  which  a  refolution  of  that  Houfe  had 
deprived  him  of,  he  by  petition  obtained  a  reconifideration 

.  of  the  fubjedt,  and  the  Houfe  did  him  that  juftice,  which  4 
nothing  but  the  intemperance  of  party  could  ever  have  de- 
prived him  of. 

This  motion  had  been  attacked  as  being  unfair  as  to  the 
manner  of  bringing  it  on  in  th6  abfence  of  one  of  the  noble 
perfons,  whofe  rights  were  interefted,  and  without  due  com- 
munication to  the  Houfe  of  its  purport.  The  noble  perfon 
who  is  alluded  to  is  not  inore  particularly  interefted  than 
many  other  noble  Peers  who  are  in  the  fame  predicament, 
and  therefore  his- attendance  is  by  no  means  neceflary.  Evea 
in  point  of  fairnefs,  the  noble  Earl  who  made  the  motion 
furely  gave  the  Hoiife  ample  notice  of  his  intention  to  make 
a  motion  relative  to  the  ele<Sions  of  Peers  of  Scotland ;  atid 
as  that  which  he  has  now  ihade  is  only  a  direftion  to  the  re- 
turning officer  for  the  condu6l  he  is  to  hold  in  regard  to 
points  which  are  not  now  before  the  Houfe,  (for  they  have 
already  been  decided)  furely  that  grave  and  folemn  delibera- 
tion, which  is  fo  ftrongly  called  for,  is  by  no  means  necefla- 
ry for  the  decifion  of  a  bufinefs  which  feems  fo  little  com- 
plex, namely,  whether  their  Lordftiips  would  follow  Up  and 
give  proper  efFeft.  to  xVveai  otjvx  fol'^mu  decrees,  confideredas 

interpretations  of  law,  ^\\^  vj\C\Ocv  ^^c\^^^ tc\\x^>^^  ^»scfiA<a- 

cd  as  the  exiftingVuvi  oi  "^^vxVvwiwX^  TV^  w^S^^^  >swVSkws^- 
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cd  Lord  has,  with  that  ingenuity  and  ability  which  ever  di- 
ilinguifhes  what  falls  from  hira,  introduced  into  this  d<ebat« 
a  great  deal  of  matter,  which,  as  not  being  neceffary  to  tl\e 
prefent  queftion,  his  Lordfhip  did  not  think  it  right  to  enter 
into ;  only  as  the  learned  Lord  had  offered  his  opinion  that  a 
new  law  was  highly  neceffary,  in  order  to  regulate  feveral 
circumflances  reijpedling  the  manhcr  of  conducing  the  elec- 
tions of  the  Scotch  Peers,  he  muft  affure  tlie  Houfe  he 
thought  fuch  a  bill  would  be.  very  proper,  and  that  it  was 
very  probable  that  fuch  a  one  would  be  offered  on  a  future 
occafion  to  their  Lordfhips'  confide  rat  ion. 

The  neceffity  for  complying  with  this  motion  arofe  out  of 
the  conduct  which  the  two  noble  perfons  held  at  the  laft  elec- 
tion, and  the  uncertainty  in  which  the  Lord  Clerk  Regifter 
is  left,  as  to  his  powers  being  confidered  merely  as  minifte- 
rial.  When  the  Peers  of  Scotland  had,  with  a  difinterefted- 
nefs  fcarcely  to  be  equalled  in  hiftory,  refigned  their  heredi- 
tary feats  in  the  Legiflature,  in  order  to  bring  about  fo  de- 
firable  an  event  as  the  Union,  they  received  in  compenfation 
the  right  of  fending  Cxteen  of  their  own  number  to  repre- 
fent  them  in  this  Houfe.  The  twenty-fecond  and  twenty- 
third  articles  of  the  treaty  of  Union,  together  with  the  afts 
relative  thereto,  leave  no  room  to  doubt  who  are  to  be  confi- 
dered as  Peers  of  Scotland,  and,  as  fuch,  entitled  to  repre- 
fent  or  be  reprefented.  The  noble  perfons  fo  often  alluded 
to,  having  regained  their  hereditary  feats  in  the  Legiflature, 
cannot  alfo  retain  the  compenfation  which  had  been  received 
in  lieu  of  it.  He  earneftly  entreated  their  Lordfhips  to  re- 
coHeft  by  whom  and  at  what  period  the  interpretation,  the 
fpirit  and  words  of  the  treaty  of  Union,  and  the  different 
a£ls  on  that  fiabjeft,  had  received  by  the  refolution  fo  oftea 
quoted;  and  he  therefore  hoped  their  Lordfhips  would  not 
hefitate  to  adopt  the  motion  now  on  their  table,  and  thereby 
give  that  effedl  to  their  own  refolution,  which  is  becoming 
their. own  dignity,  and  which  is  fo  highly  neceffary  to  that 
implicit  confidence  which  has  hitherto  been  placed  in  their 
determination. 

The  Earl  of  Denbigh  faid,  that  the  whole  of  the  queftion  t 
appeared  to  him  to  be  much  mifunderftood ;  that  the  cafe  did  ^ 
not  ftand  upon  a  refolution,  a5  the  Houfe  feemed  to  have  con** 
ceived,  but  was  ftill  ftronger ;  for,  inftead  of  a  fingle  refoju- 
tion,  it  was  now  the  law  of  Parliament,  the  Houfe  having^ 
doneanadl  fubfequent  to  the  refolution  of  1708-9,  and  or- 
dered the  clerk  of  the  Parliament  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe  to 
crafe  the  name  of  the  Marquis  of  Lothian  from  the  return 
of  the  Scotch  Peers,  and  to  infert  the  name  of  the  Marquis 
of  Annandale.  The  Earl  expatiated  upon  that  fa£l,  con- 
tendiag  that  it  materialjy  altered  ibe  u^tuie  ol  xJafc  ^aSfc%   >^^ 
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alfo  gare  thehiftory  of  the  refolutions  of  the  Scotch  Parlia- 
ment  that  had  been  alluded  to,  and  mentioned  that  the  Lords 
and. Commons  both  fat  in  one  Houfe,  and  that  of  courfethe 
queftion  that  had  been  there  carried,,  that  no  Britifli  Peer,  ei- 
ther theaor  hereafter,  fliould  vote,  was  a, double  and  a  com- 
pound queftion.  Had  it  been  divided,  he  did  not  conceive  it 
would  have  been  carried.  With' regard  to  the  rights  of  the 
noble  Dukes,  they  were  already  decided  upon  ;  but  it  ought 
to  be  remembered,  that  the  noble  Duke  who  had  talked  of 
being  heard  by  his  counfel  was  no  longer  a  D6ke  in  that 
Houfe ;  he  was  only  Barqn  Dougla^.  At  a  dance,  a  ball,  a 
dinner,  or  fete,  either  in  his  own  houfe,  or  elfewher'e,  he 
'was  Duke  of  Queenfberry,  but  within  thofe  walls  he  was 
only  Lord  Douglas.-  He  had  given  up  his  pretenfions  to 
any  higher  title,  and  he  had  done  wifely — he  had  gotten  a 
.  better  thing  for  it.  The  Earl  again  reminded  the  Houfe,  that 
having  afted  upon  the  refolution  of  1708-9,  in  the  inftance' 
which  he  had  mentioned,  the  Houfe  had  made  it  part  of  the 
law  of  Parliament,  and  therefore,  in  his  conception,  they 
had  it  not  h\  their  power  to  refcind  it,  even  if  the  noble 
Duke  (or  rather  Baron)  could  perfuade  them  to  go  that 
length, 
vifcount  Vifcount  StormoTit  obferved,  that  the  queftion  had  hem 

Storniout  '  fo  ably  and  fo  fully  difcufled  and  fupported  by  feveral  noble 
Lords,  and  efpecially  by  the  noble  Earl  who  fpoke  laft,  that 
he  would  not  take  up  much  of  the  time  of  the  Houfe  by  ar^ 
guing  the  fubjefl:  at  large.     He  then  combated  the  arguments 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Lord  Sydney,  and  faid,  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  thought  proper  to  oppofe  a  refo- 
lutioh  of  the  Houfe,  that  had  been  originally  carried  with- 
out deliberation,  and  had  been  fince   condemned  and  done 
away  by  a6t  of  Parliament,  to  a  refolution  that  had  been  pre- 
ceded by  ample  deliberation,  and  very  copious  and  abundant 
difcufiion,  and  which,  till   lately,  had  never  been  called  in 
queftion  in  any  manner  whatfoever.     [The  Lord  Chancellor 
faid  from  the  woolfack,  "  both  refolutions  were  carried  by 
the  fame  men."]     Vifcount  Stormont  pofitively  denied  that 
fuch  had  been  the  faft,  and  faid,  he  muft,  as  it  was  fo  aflert- 
cd,  go  more  at  length  into  the  hiftory  of  the  two  cafes  than 
he  had  intended.     He  now  recapitulated  the  hiflorical  facis 
of  thofe  times,  and  relied  upon  theiri,  as   incontrovertible 
evidence  of  the  truth  of  his  argument.     He  took  notice  of 
what  the  Lord   Chancellor   had  faid  of  the  authority  of  a 
writer  who  had  been  afterwards  pilloried,  and  obferved,  that 
•    as  they  were  by  a  moft  unlucky  accident  deprived  of  the  af- 
ii/l^nce  of  that  great  legal  knowledge  and  ability  that  had 
been  fo  effentlaUy  di(^\a^e^\\Ae\\\di\'aXv\\'^\X\^C^^merqvreftion, 
he   was  forry  to  Vxeatr  au^  ^'a.ix.  ol  ^^x.  v^sJcX^  -wAV-iK^K 
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Lord's  fpeech  alluded  to  in  his  abfence.  He  complimented 
the  abfent  and  the  prefent  noble  and  learned  Lords  on  their 
refpedlive  talents,  and  faid,  he  hoped  in  future  times  they 
would  be  looked  up  to  as  the  Lord  Cooper  and  Lord  Somers 
of  their  day;  but  he  could  not  admit  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  woplfack  was  more  competent  from  his 
hiftorical  knowledge  to  fp'eak  upon  the  a6l  of  Union,  and  the" 
intention  of  thofe  who  pafled  the  refolution  of  1708-9,  thaa 
Lord  Cooper  and  Lord  Somers,  who  took  part  in  all  thofe 
tranfadlions,  and  were  principal  aftors  in  that  glorious  (cene! 
With  regard  to  the  refolUtion  of  1708-9,  it  had  been  acqui- 
efced  in  for  near  eighty  years,  nor  had  any  clerk,  till  in  a 
late  in  fiance,  dared  to  take  any  votes  declared  by  that  refolu- 
tion to  be  improper.  It  became  therefore  highly  neceflary 
that  the  Houfe  fhou  14  enforce  the  refolution  by  fending  acp- 
py  of  it  to  the  Lord  Regifter  of  Scotland.  He  owned  that 
he  was  a  little  afton'ifhed  to  have  heard  it  faid  that  there  was 
no  precedent  for  that  Houfe  fending  any  one  of  its  refolu-* 
tions  to  a  returning  officer.  Such  a  declaration  muft  have 
been  owing  to  an  accidental  lapfe  of  memory;  for  furely  it 
could  not  have  been  forgotten,  that  fo  lately  as  the  year 
1762,  feveral  perfons  laid  claim  to  Scots  Peerages,  and  at- 
tempted to  vote  at  the  eleftion  of  fixteen  Peers;  infomuch, 
that  their  Lordfhips  took  notice  of  it,  and  entered  into  a 
firing  of  refolutions  upon  the  fubjeft.  Vifcount  Stormont 
remarked  that  he  had  one  of  them  in  his  pocket,  which  he 
would  read  to  the  Houfe.  He  theft  read  the  words  of  a  re- 
folution, ftating,  "  that  whereas  WilJiam  Alexander  claims 
**  to  vote  for  the  eledlion  of  Scotch  Peers,  under  the  title 
<^  of  Earl  of  Stirling,  refolved,  that  no  perfon,  calling  him- 
*^  felf  a  Scotch  Peer,  {hall  be  allowed  to  vote  at  an  eleftion 
«^  of  Scotch  Peers,  unlefs  his  pretenfions  to  the  Peerage 
*^  fhall  hi^ve  been  previoufly  made  out  to  the  fatisfadlion  of 
<*  this  Houfe;"  and  after  feveral  more  of  a  fimilar  tendency 
refpedling  diiFerent  claimants  of  Scotch  Peerages, .  there 
followed  ^  refolution,  "  that  the  copies  of  all  the  preceding 
.  <*  refolutiops  be  tranfmitted  to  the  Lord  Regifter  of  Scot- 
<^  land."  Vifcount  Stormont  dwelt  upon  this  point,  and 
next  mentioned,  that  one  of  theftringof  refolutions  alluded 
toby  him  was,  "  that  no  lift,  unlefs  validly  figned  by  two 
^\  witqefles,  ftiould  be  capable  of  being  received."  He  put 
the  c^k;  fuppofe  that  the  two  noble  Dukes  pofleffing  iiri- 
tifh  baronies,  by  virtue  of  patents  of  creation,  who  voted 
3t  the  laft  elecSlion,  had  fent  in  lifts  not  legally  figned.  In 
that  cafe  undoubtedly  tlieir  lifts  would  not  have  been  re- 
ceived, and  then  they  would  have  aSed  in  violation  of  two 
pf  tW  refplution^  of  ih^X  Houfe  inftead  oi  one  only.    The 


r68  PARLIAMENTARY.       A.  1787. 

noble  Dukes  would  ftand  in  the  fame  predicament  that  tbej 
already  flood  in,  after  the  prefent  queftion  was  carried. 
Ld.Doug-       hord Douglas  (Duke  of  Quecnlberry)  admitted,  if  there- 
las,  fohition  of  1708-9  was  good  for  any  thing,  he  well  knew 
that  he  had  no  ground  to  ftand  upon;  but  he  ihould  ftill 
contend  that  a  refolution  of  that  Houfe  was  not  final  and 
couclufive;  and  therefore^  if  the  prefent  motion  were  car- 
ried, his  rights  were  injured  materially,  becaufe^    if,  after 
the   prefent  motion  were  to  be  pafled,  he  were  to  oficr  to 
rote  at  any  future  cledhon,  his  vote  would  be  refuied,  and 
confequcntly  he  fhould  not  ftand  in   the  fituation  he  then 
did,  as  feveral  noble  Lords  had  contended.     With  regard  to 
the  invalidity  of  mere  r6folutions,  let  the  Houfe  look  to 
their  journals,  and  fee  how  various  and  contradiftory  of  each 
other  their  refolutions  Were.     In  the  refolution  of  1708-9, 
and  the  refoldtion  of  171 1,  how  was  his  noble  anceftor  (the 
'                Duke  of  Dover)  dealt  by  ?  One  refolution  took  away  his 
vote  as  a  Scotch  Peer,  the  other  took  away  bis  feat  as  a  Bri- 
ti(h  Peer,  and  furely  he  was  either  a  Scotch  or  a  Britifh 
Peer.     He  perfifted  therefore  in  his  claim  to  be  heard  by  his 
counfel  in  defence  of  his  rights  before  a  motion  was  car- 
ried which  fo  far  changed  the  nature  of  thofe  rights,  that  it 
would  put  him  in  a  worfe  fituation  than  before^  and  prevent 
.  him  from  voting  in  the  firft  inftance.     Befides,  how  fallaci- 
ous was  it  to  tell  him,  that  he  fhould  ftand  where  he  did,  af- 
ter tha  motion  was  carried,  when  the  Houfe  in    that  cafe 
would  be  fortified  by  theuf  own  refolution  againft  any  appeal 
^  he  might  bring  to  their  bat,  and  would  have  nothing  to  do 
but  to  order  their  refolution  to  be  read  to  him,  as  binding 
upon  themfelves,  and  as  a  full  and  complete  anfwer  to  all 
that  he  could  have  to  urge. 
The  Earl  of     The  Earl  of  Morton  faid,  that  he  faw  no  reafon  to  prefer 
Morton.      one^  refolution  of  the  Houfe  to  another.     As  that  of  171 1 
had  been  confidered  as  unjuft,  why  might  not  the  other  re- 
folution of  1708-9  be  deemed  liable  to  the  fame  imputation. 
At  leaft  till  be  heard  fome  good  reafon  to  the  contrary,  he 
ihould   hold  hi mfelf  entitled  fo  to  confider  it.     The  aiJlof 
Union  dire(3ed  that  fixteen  Scotch  Peers  ihould  be  chofen  by 
all  the  Scotch  Peerage,  to  be  their  reprefentatives  in  Parlia- 
ment ;  why  therefore  were  they  to  fet  up  diftin£tioas,  con- 
tradiftory  to  an  exprefs  a<£l  of  Parliament  ? 
TTie  r>ukc       The  Duke  of  Richmond  obferved,  that  it  appeared  to  him 
of  Rich-      to  be  fo  unjuft  to  pafs  the  prefent  motion  in  the  abfaice  of 
^^'^^^         one  noble  Duke,  whofe  rights  would  be  materially  afie6led 
by  it ;  and  when  ^mother  noble  Duke  ft^nding  in  the  fame  fi- 
tuation, defired  to  be  \\e?^id  b-^  his  counfel  in  defence  of  his 
rights,  that  he  could  t\o\.  vVvwV^^^^^^^ife'  ^^^^^.^^  -mv^  ac- 
count to  adopt  fomQi\&.to>3i^^Wi^>^x^>^V^v^^^^^^ 
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-was  coiifidered  that  the  raattjer  had  been  brought <>tt  by  ft»- 
prife.     He  declared  that  he  \yaved  all  confideratipn  of  his 
own  perfpnal  intereft  in  the  qjaeftion^  and  had  no  fcrupleto 
-acknowledge  that  his  private  opinion  was,  that  the  refoiu-. 
:tion  of  1708-9  was  right;  but  undet  the  circun>ftances  of 
•the  cafe,  he  thought  it  moft  unjuft  to  attempt  to  enforce  {t 
in  fuch  a  way  as  that  propofed,  withbut  any  petition  being 
.prefehted,  any  complaint  made,  or  any  new  occaiion  for- 
mally ftated,  to  warrant  the  Houfe  in  its  judicial  capacity  to 
re-pronounce  its  opinion.     The  Duke  contended,  that  no  ju* 
^icial  Court  ever  took  upon  themfelves,   upon   their  owa 
niere  motion,  and  without  a  new  cafe  before  them,  to  pro- 
mulgate a  judgement  long  fince  delivered.     He  recommend-  . 
ed  a  procedure  by  bill,  in  preference  t6.  the  propofed  motion, 
and  that  this  would  be  adling  legiflatively,  wifely,  andjuft- 
Jyj  becaufe  it  would  remove  all  ground  of  complaint  of  in- 
jury, and  afford  the  parties,  who  conceived  thi?ir  rights  in** 
fringed  upon,  abundant  opportunity  of  making  out  their 
claims  in  the  progrefs  of  the  bill  through  its  various  ftages^i 
He  reprobated  the  obfervation  of  Vifcount  Stormont,  that 
for  nearly  eighty  years  no  Peer  had  dared  attempt  to  vote, ' 
declaring  that,  in  his  opinion,  every  man,  from  the  higheft 
to  the  loweft,  who  thought  he  pofleffed  a  right,  was  ftriflkly 
Juftifiable  in  endeavouring  to  avail  himfelf  of  that  right* 
[Vifcount  Stormont  faid,  from  his  feat,  <^  The  nobk  Duk^ 
*'  miftakes  me ;  I  never  (aid  any  fuch  thing."]  The  Duke  an- 
fwered,  that  he  fo  underftood  the  noble  Vifcount.     He  alfo 
took  notice  of  part  of  Eirl  Denbigh's  fpeech,  and,  before  h« 
fat  down,  repeated  his  aflertions,  that.tlie  Houfe  ought  not,* 
on  any  coniideration,  to  come  to  9  hady  dn<i  fudden  decifion ' 
on  a  cafe  of  fuch  magnitude,  and  where  there  was  no  real  ne- 
ceffity  for  fuch  extraordinary  precipitation* 

-   The  Earl  of  l^enbigb  in  explanation  went  oVer  xh€  princi-  The  Etrl 
pal   parts  of  his  former  fpeech,  and  faid,  lie  thptight  their  ^*"**>^ 
.Lordfliip8  would  aft  wifely  to  enforce  a  refbiution  which 
their  anceftors  had,  for  fuf&cient  reafons,  ptit  u{k>n  their 
journals.  ^  » 

Vifcount  Stormont  obferved,  that,  after  fo  pointed  an  al-  Vifcoimt 
lufion  to  what  had  fallen  froth  him,  as  the  .npi?ie  Duke^^**^"^^ 
had  made,  he  was  under  the.  neceflity  of  trefpaflitig  iiport 
their  Lordfliips*  patience  for  a  few  moments  ;  he  then  decla* 
red  that  he  had  not  talked  of  Peers  daring  to  attempt  lj>  vote^ 
but  had  faid,  that  for  nearly  eighty  years  po  clerk  had  dared 
to  accept  any  votes  in  defiance  of  the  refolution  of  1 708-9^ 
till  in  the  inftance  of  the  late  eledlioil^  Th^  exf^reffion,  how- 
ever, be  bq;ged  leave  to  retraA,  as  be  did  not  fnean  ^ore  by 
the  words  dare  and  defi^ce  than  to  exprefs  the  hSty  tha^t  00^ 
attempt  /ufd  been  madefb  votebv  w»v  ^cox.t\v^tfct  wSJ^A. 
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rf  a  BritiQi  Peerage  by  patent  of  creation,  norconiequently 
had  the  clerks  of  the  Lord  Regifter  received  any  rote  fo  ten* 
>dered.  The  workings  of  his  mind,  when  he  fpoke  from 
powerfol  conviflbioii,  fiattirally  occafioned  him  to  ufe  ftrong 
language;  b«t  hie  certainly  had ^ no  intention  to  apply  harih 
•tetms  to, any  defcription  of  perfons,  whether  elevated  or 
bumble  in  their  rank  and  fituation.  He  could  have  no  inte- 
refted  motive  for  fo  ftrenuoufly  fupporting  the  motion.  He 
was  related  by  blood  to  many  of  the  Scotch  Peerage,  and  in» 
timately  conne^ed  by  acquaintance  and  friendfhip  with  moft 
*f  them.  There  were  thofe  hefides  as  dear  to  him  as  him^ 
felf,  who  would  be  fufFerers  by  the  motion  being  carried,  (as 
far  as  the  pofleffion  of  an  unjuft  power  could  be  deemed  fuf- 
fe*'i"g)  (^  thofe  who  were  to  con>e  after  him,  wouM  fit  in 
that  Houfe  in  their  own  right  as  Britifli  Peers. 

The  Duke  bf  Richmond  made  a  (hort  reply,  and  repeated 
the  main  points  of  his  former  argument. 

•  Thequcftion  was  put  from  the  woolfack,  when  the  Houie 
divided,'  Contents,  51;  Not  Contents,  35. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday y  tift  May. 

The  following  mei&ge  from  the  King  was  <)elivered  by 
Lord  Sydney. 

^  GEORGE    R. 

'  *^  It  is  with  great  concern  His  Majefty  acquaints  their 
<*  Lordfhips,  that  from  the  accounts  which  have  been  laid 
*  before  His  Majefty  by  the  Prince  of  Wales,  it  appears 
^  that  the  Prince'  has  incurred  a  debt  to  a  large  amount, 
**  which,  if  left  to  be  difcharged  out  of  his  armu;d  income 
"^  ■  ^  would  render  it  impoffible  for  him  to  fupport  an  eftablifh- 

•*  ment  fuited  to  his  rank  and  ftation. 
•  **  Painful  as  it  is  at  all  times  to  His  Majefty  to  propoie 
"  any  addition  to  the  heavy  expences  neoeffarily  borne  by  his 
^^  People,  His  Majefty  is  induced,  from  his  paternal  afiec^ 
*^  tion  to  the  Prince  of  Wales,  to  recur  to  the  liberality  and 
"  attachment  of  his  People  for  their  aftiftance,  on  anocca* 
*♦  lion  fo  ihterefting  to  His  Majefty's  feeUngs;  and  to  the 
**  eafe  and  honcHir  of  fo 'diflinguifbed  a  branch  of  his  Royal 
*<  Family. 

<*  His  Majefty  could  not  however  e^irpeA  or  defire  the  af- 

«<  Aftance  of  the  Houfe  but  on  a   well-grounded  exp^a- 

"  tion,  that  the  Prince  will  avoW  coirtra£ting  any  new  debts 

^^  in  future*    With  a.  \\evi  XoX.\\\%Qb^,eft^  and  from  an  anxi- 

'•  oirs  defire  to  remove  ev^t^  ^^^\^  ^w:^  ^S.  ^^c^.^n^SSbl^c^^^ 

'*  of  the  Princess  uicome  10  fcsi^^Qt^.  ^sa^X^  toR  ^vjcv^^^ 
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^  his  fitu9tLon,  His  Majefty  has  diire&ed  a  fiua  of  tea  tbou- 
*^  fand  pounds  per  annum  to  be  paid  oufe  of  his  Civil  Li(^  isa 
<<  addition  to  the  allowance  which  His  Majefty  ha^  hitlififfto 
^<  given  him.  .  And  Hi&,Majefty  has  the  fatisfadlion'  t»  m- 
**  foriH  tlie  Houfe,  that  the  Prince  of  Wales  has  given  His 
^<  Majefly  the  fmlleft  aflurances  of  his  £rin  determinatien  to 
^  coni&nse  his  future  expences  within  his  income,  and  Las  al- 
**  fo  fettled  a  plan  for  arranging  thofo  expences  iiv.  the  fove- 
*<  ral  departmeats^  and  for  fixing  an^  order  of  jwyment 
^  under  fuch  regulations  as  His  Majeily  trails 'will  effec- 
tually fecure  tlie  due  execution  of  the  Prince's  intentions* 
^  His  Majefty  will  dire6l  an  eftimate  to  be  laid  before  the 
*^  Hoafeof  the  fum  wanting  to  complete  in  a  proper  manner 
^^  the  works  which  have  been  undertaken  at  Carleton-htafe,  as 
^<  foon  as  the  fame  can  he  prepared  with  fufficient  acenracy, 
'<  and  recommends  it  to  their  Lordfhips  to  confider  of  ma- 
"  king  fome  provrfion  lor  that  purpofe*  G.  R." 

Lord  Sydney  then  moved,    that    His    Majiefty's  mdSig^Ld. 
fliould  be  taken  into  confideration  by  their  Lordfhips  on 
Wedneday  next,  which  was  agreed  to* 

The  third  reading  of  the  Pod  Horfe  Farming  Bill  being 
propofed,.  as  the  firll  order  of  the  day. 

The  Duke  of  Manchejier  expreflfed  a  wiffi  that  the  noble  Dul 
Secretary  who  introduced  the  bill,  would  confent  to  polt-  ^* 
pone  the  confideration  of  it,  as  there  was  another  bill  ordered 
for  that  day ;  the  refult  of  their  Lordfhip;s'  determination 
tipon  which  many  unfortunate  perfons  waited  in  the  utmoft 
anxiety,  and  in  all  the  pain  of  fufpenfe;  he  meant  the  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Jnfol vent  debtors;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
caufe  of  humanity  would  prevail  in  the  breaft  of  the  noble 
Secretary,  and  that  he  would  fuffer  the  difcufliosi  of  that 
bill  to  come  on,  while  there  was  a  full  Houfe. 

Lord  Sydney  declared  that  he  was  no  lefs  ready  than  any  Ld. 
other  Lord,,  to  afford  .whatjevec  relief  circumftances  of  jus- 
tice and  policy  would  admit  to  the  unfortunate  perfons  ill 
whofe  behalf  the  noble  Duke  had  fpoken  but  that  the  bill  now 
prefented  to  their  Lordfl^iips  for  a  third  reading  had  heende-r 
ferred  fo  often^  that  he  thought  it  really  incongruous  and. 
inexpedient  to  admit  any  farther  procraftiniition  refpedling.  i^ 

The  Lord  Chancellor  then  took  the  opinion  of  the  Houfe^  Th« 
which:  w^as  for  proceeding  iii  the  regular  couffe  of  bufinefs;       ' 
when  the  motion  being.made  for  the  third  reading  ofith# 
bill. 

Lord  5i9ri^i#Mr  beggedleave  to  a(k  thenoble  Secretay  (Lord  Vifc< 
Sydney)  what  reafon  he  had  to  adduce^ia  favour  of  the  prin-   ^^'' 
cipie  of  a  hill,  i£  not  unprecsedenteii^  al^kaft'  mikiaowiv  fmco 
lir\RevoJDtia». 
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Sydney.     Lord  Sfifegf  anfwered,  that,  ^h$n  other  Lords  officiated 
in  his  department,  it  was  iiot  ufual  for  them  to  make  aii  in- 
\trodu<Story  fpeech  updn'a  bill  that  came  up  from  the  Cona- 
mons;  nor  did  he  think  that  the  noble  Lord  himfelf,  when 
Sectetary  of  Stat^,  had  made  it  his  praftice.     He  was  ready 
'  to  nieet  any  objedions  that  might  be  made  to  it,  but  ima- 
gined that  he  was  bound  to  do  nothing  farther.     The  Cora- 
inons  themfelves  did  not  reqpire  any  fueh previous  infoimation 
concerning  a  bill  that  their  Lordlhips  might  fend  down  to 
them  for  their  concurrence, 
e  pari  of     The  Earl  of  CW/z^^i?  obferved,  that  this  x^nalogical  prin-  . 
iiilc.      ciple  did  not  apply  in  the  prefent  cafe,  becaufe  they  could 
only  concur  in  a  inoney  bill ;  nor  coujd  any  money  bill  bie 
fent  down  by  them  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  -  Such  great 
innovations,  he  contended,  did  require  fome  general  juftifi- 
cation  of  them;  particularly  when  there  was  an  aflertioa 
made,  as  in  the  preamble  pf  that  bil|,  that  the  poft  horfe 
duty  was  evaded, — an  aflertion  that  fhould  not  be  admitted 
as  an- argument  without  proof, 
e  Duke       The  Duke  of  Norfolk  acknowledged  tl^at  it  was  not  nc- 
jJoriolk.  ceflary  to  account  for  every  alteration  in  the  mode  of  col- 
Jeding  the  revenue;  but  that  that  novr  propofed  was  fo  vio- 
lent, To  arbitrary,  and  fo  imitative  of  a  mode  that  had  prQ- 
'  vailed,  but  now  was  beginning  to  be  exploded,  in  a  neigh- 
l>ouring  kingdom,  that  he  really  did  think  it  incumhent  upon 
the  minifters  in  that  Houfe  to  give  their  reafpns  for  adopting 
it.  ■  '    '    \.  .      ' 

cmant  Vifcount  ^ownjhcnd  fpoke  in   defence  of  the  bill.     He 

Ynflicnd.  urged,  that  it  was  only  the  fubftitutjoh  of  one  mode  of  col* 
ledting  the  revenue  for  another,  by  which  it  would  be  ren- 
dered more  produdlive.  Thp  tijx  on  poft  hprfes  bad  been 
dflimated  at  the  produce  of  160,000 1.  but  liy  the  mifma- 
nagementin  thecoHedlion,  it  no\y  prbduced  little  or  nothing, 
Ko  argument  agaihft  it  fhould  be  drawn  from  the  fimilarity 
to  the  ijiode  of  collefting  the  revenues  in  a  neighbouring 
kingdom  J  for  there  the  farmers  general  were  appointed  by 
the  Crown,  and  were  fubjefl:  to  its  qontrol  alohe :  whereas 
here^  they  would  be  lubjeft  to  the  control  of  Parliament^ 
and  the  bill  liable  to  be  repealed,  if  found  inexpedient,  the 
Very  next  f<?ffibri.  As  to  the  obfervation  made  by  a  noble 
Earl,  (of  Carjifle)  fhat  the  abufes  in  the  evafion  of  the  duty 
fliould  he  proved,  there  was  not  one  of  their  Lordfhips  who 
had  lately  tr;^velled,  to  whom?  the  propofition  was  not  felf- 
evident : — in  fadt,  it  was  well  known,  that  although  the 
traveller  paid  the  duty  to  the  inn-keeper,  it  feldom  found  its 
way  into  the  Exchequer, 
l  oi  "  The  Earl  oiHopeioun  firft.  :vffv\Tcve^\>cv^  ^\mc\^«^\3k\\^ts^tL 
?""'  by  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  m  oi^et  x.o^^tc:\x.\^€vt  n^\^\v^^ 
itn^  at  the  fame  time  W  coul^d^  \\aX  v\x^^  ?i^^  ^^^^^^ 
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*  againft  the  principles  of  the  bill.  He  then  followe4  Vifcount 
1  bwnfhend  in  arguing  for  the  neceffity  of  the  bill,  to  render 
the  taxes  already  impofed  efficient,  inftead  of  obliging  the 
pinifter  to  lay  on  new  burdens. 

Lord  Portcheficr  contended,  from  what  Vifcount  Town-  Lw-a  Poit« 

•  fhend'had  faid  in  fupport  of  the  bill,  that  the  preanable  was  chcfitx. 
fixed  on  a  deception;  for  it  ftated  that  thevduty  had  been 
evaded,  whereas  the  noble  Lord  had  admitted  that  the  duty 

was  paid  by  the  traveller,  though  it  did  not  find  its  way  into 
the  Exchequer:  the  evil  then,  he  obferved,  pointed  out  its 
own  remedy.  The  payment  of  the  duty  fhould  be  enforced 
by  penalties}  which  would  not  be  difficult,  as  in  a  fraud  it 
was  neceflary  for  at  leaft  half  a  dbzen  perfons  to  concur. 
He  enlarged  much  upon  the  arguments  that  had  been  ufed 
againft  the  bill  in  another  place,  and  reprobated  the  creation 
of  a  {tSt  of  middle-men  and  contraftors^  a  kind  of  Shykcks 
ieeking  for  pounds  of  flefh,  and  a£ting  tlie  part  of  blood- 
fuckers  upon  the  Public. 

The  Earl  of  Carlijle  conCdered  the  plan  which  minifters  Earl  of 
were  inclined  to  adopt  as  aftep  to  future  encroachments,  and  C****^ 
exprefled  a  fufpicion  that  it  would  be  ultimately  extended  to 
the  excife  and  cuftoms. 

Lord  Stormont  went  into  a  difcuffion  of  the  fubjeft,  in  Viftoant 
which  he  recapitulated  and  affembled  all  the  arguments  which  Stormoiit, 
had  been  urged  againft  it  in  the  other  Houfe  during  its  pro- 
grefs  in  that  department  of  the  legiflature.  He  thought 
that  all  the  evils  complained  of  might  have  been  very  eaiily 
remedied,  provided  the  words  of  the'adt  now  exifting  had 
been  more  accurately  felefted ;  and  if  the  fame  fagacity  had 
been  ufed  as  had  been  employed  by  the  footman  at  Paris,  who, 
witli  all  his  fraternity,  had  been  prohibited  pafling  through, 
the  Thuilleries,  but  who  notwithftanding,  had  the  ad^refs, 
to  procure  admiffion  from  the  Suifff^  by  informing  him  that 
he  did  not  mean  to  enter  at  all  but  juft  to  go  out  at  the  other 
door. — He  afferted  that  the  prefent  bill  was  founded  in  prin- 
ciples by  no  means  economical : — th^s  farmer  muft  have  a  prb- 
fit,  which  profit  would,  in  a  meafure,  be  retained  to  the 
public  in  the  ordinary  fcheme  of  revenue  <polle6lion.  Befldes, 
the  produce  pf  the  tax  had  been  ridn^.  It  liadri fen  laft 
year  nine  thoufand  pounds.  Any  fcheme,  therefore  for 
rendering  it  more  jjrodufiive,  was  perfeflly  fuperfluous,  and 
as  the  farm  of  the  tax  was  to  be  difpofed  of  at  the  higheft 
rate,  tb  which  it  had  in  anV  preceding  period  amounted,  on 
the  prefumptibn  of  a  rife  iimilar  to  t^at  which  had  already 
taken  place,  the  public  would  be  a  confiderable  lofer  by  the 
pew  fyftem.  But  he  conftdered  it  under  more  formidatile 
afped^s.  He  had  no  doubt  of  a  fecret  mtenUoti  tS  fii^x.«\^v>%  , 
(bis  fcheme  to  every  other  4epartr^at  o£  x\ift  t^t  w\x«^»  '^^»^ 
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ai?guments  by  which  the  ionovation  was  fupportc<J,  were 
^trertnely  dangerous, — they  appeared  plaufible.  1  he  fuil- 
den  approach  of  defpotifm  was  little  to  he  feared^  as  its 
threatening  afpedls  and  mighty  ftrides  alarmed  every  oiifi 
9Qd  by  alarming  them,  put  then%  ock  their  guaird  againft  its 
dangerous  encroacliments.  This  was  not  however  the  cafe 
with  the  (lower  fpecies  of  tyranhy,  for,  though  it  proceeded 
with  lefs  rapid  ftrides,  it  i^ltimqitdty  fecured  its  obje£l  with 
greater  certainty.  .  He  objected  alfo  to  the  regi»lations  of  the 
hill,  fo  fv  as  they  refpedted  the  fecurity  to  be  produced  by  the 
larmer  for  the  payment  of  the  tax,  and  fhewed  that  no  proper 
precaution  was  taken  for  afcertaining  that  objefl.  Heaiib 
endeavoured  to  illuftrate  the  hardfhips  to  which  individuak 
would  be  expofed,  by  being  left  entirely  at  the  beck  of  tte 
farmer*  He  in  like  roaaner  attempted  to  flbew  that  tbeic 
wasa  material  difference  between  the  tax  on  poft  horfes,  and 
that  received  on  letters  ;  and  he  endeavoured  to  prove  that 
the  revenue  arifing  from  the  laft  article  was  not  properly  d 
duty,  but  an  equivalent^for  labour  given, 
tord  Lord  Hawhejhury  obferved,  that  there  was  no  danger  which 

liwkcf-     could  arife  to  the  fuhjeil,  from  the  powers  to  be  granted  te 
^"^         thofe  who  fhould  become  farmers  of  this  tax*     They  wouU 
not  exceed  tho&  wkh  which  bhe  ComcQii&OBei*s.  o£  ftamps 
were  already  invefted» 

The  motion  was  put  and  carried. 

Mr.  Burke,,  accompanied  by  feveral*  Members,  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  brought  up  another  article  of  impeadi* 
ment,  and  being  at  the  bar,  fpoke  as  follows : 

"  My  Lords^ 
*  *<  I  am  commanded  by  the  Commons  to  bring'  ber^  and 
^  leave  with  your  Lordfhips,  this  farther  article  againft 
•^  Warren  Haftings,  Efquire,  late  Governor  Gene^-  of 
^  ^Bengal,  in  farther  fupport  of  their  impeachment  againft 
«  him." 

Mr.  Burke  afterwardjs  bcoughc  up  a  fecond.  meiBge^  and 
{aid: 

"  My  Lords, 

**  I  am  commanded  by  the'Cemmons  t»:  aeqtiaint  y«r 
«*  Lordfhips,  that  Warren  Haftings,  Efqttige».  impeached  fcy 
**  them  is  in  the  cuftody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Anas  belonging 
V  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,,  ready  to  be-  delivered  to  die 
**  /Gentleman  Uftier  of  the  Black  Rod>.  when  yxmr  Lordfliips 
*^  /hall  give  order  therein." 

After  the  Lord  Chaticeilor  had  ftated  the.  ftfajed  of  the 
two  meflages, 
'^  Wal-      Lorjd  fValfingham  ohfexr?ei  ii«t  ^Vvt^^R-aa  tv^V^swch  of  the 
^'"'     funaions  of  thtj  Howfe  \tv  ^\q  ^tx6.fe  olt  >«^v2st  ^^^,  ts^^. 
to  be  morjecautbu^m^«i^^V=Si^'^^^^^'^^^ 
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their  judicial  chara<aer.  They  ought,  alfo,  to  be  fingukriy 
vigilant  in  fuch  cafes,  in  their  attention  to  the  conduit  of  the 
other  Houfe*  11%eir  affembly  (the  Houfe  of  Lords)  was  the 
4nofi  auguft  and  nsfpedable  of  any  tribunal  i^on  eartli.  Of 
all  modes  of  proceeding  that  by  impeachfnent  was  the  moft 
ibleihn ;  and  the  impeachment  then  before  them  was,  conli* 

'  Bering  the  magnitude  of  the  charges,  and  the  confequence 
and  rank  of  the  perfoa  accufed,  perhaps  the  mod  in^portant 
that  ever  had  been  entertained  in  that  Houfe.  He  had  two 
irtotions,  he  (aid,  to  make;  the  one  relative  to  commitment, 
the  other  relative  to  bail, — ^He  went  at  fome  length  into  the 
nature  of  the  crimi rial  jurlfdidion  of  that  Houfe,  and  its 
origin;  and  gave  a  Ihort  hiftory  of  bail  in  general, — which 
lie  defined  to  be  a  delivery  of  the  perfon  of  the  accufed  into 
the  cuftody  of  his  friends,  to  be  by  them  produced  according 
to  the  terms  of  his  recognizance,  either  fro-n  day  to  day,  or 
at  any  fixed  time,  as  the  Court,  out  of  whofe  hands  he  wa« 
takea,  (hc^uld  appoint.  Bail  was  a  matter  of  common  right, 
and  was  formerly  allowed  in  all  cafes,  treafon  and  murder 
not  excepted,  but  was  afterwards  taken  away  in  thofe  cafes 
by  ftatute.  The  admitting  perfons  impeached  to  the  privi* 
lege  of  bail,  had  however  been  the  uniform  practice  of  that 
Houfe.  The  bail  be  fhould  proppfe  ftiould  be  Mr.  .Haftings's 
own  recognizance  in  the  fum  of  10,000 1.  and  that  of  two 
fureties  in  5000  1.  each.  The  fums  he  had  ftated  were  the 
grcateft  that  ever  had  been  demanded  by  that  Houfe  on  simi- 
lar occafions,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  afcertam  it,  and 
he  had  fearched  for  precedents  with  confid^rahle  diligence; 
but  perhaps  other  noble  Lords  might  have  made  more  fuc- 
^efsfui  inquiries;  if  fo,  he  hoped  they  would  ftate  any  far- 
ther precedents  that  might  have  come  within  the  reach  of 
t^ir  invcftigation,  as  it  was  highly  neceffary  that  the.  Houfe 
fiiould  proceed  upon  the  fuUeft  poffible  information.  He 
then  wenf  into  a  general  ftatement  of  the  feveral  precedent* 
that  had  corte  within  his  knowledge.  He  firft  mentioned 
one  in  which  the  Houfe  had  demanded  bail  to,  the  amount  of 
a,oool.  the  party  himfelf  in  1,000 1.  and  his  two  fureties  in 
500 1.  each;  the  remaining  precedents  were  each  of  them  in 
a  progreffional  increafe  up  to  20,000 1.  which  was  the  laft  he 
fiated;  an4  in  that  cafe  the  party  was  bound  in  7,000  1.  and 
eleven  fureties  in  1,200 1,  each.  And  he  remarked  that 
40,0061.  had  been  originally  demanded",  but,  from  wliat 
leafon  did  not  appear,  the  fmaller  fum  was,  aft^r  an  interval 
of  a  fortnight,   accepted.      t>r.  Sacheverel  was  bound  in 

.  6,000 1.  himfelf,  and  his  fureties  in  3,000!.  each.  Healfo 
mentioned  many  other  cafes,  as  that  of  fhip  n^oney,  of 
theieve/j  Bi/hops'  adherence  lo  the  P^ev^ti4^t/\u  xvovfe  ^ 
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arguments  by  whicli  the  5-  ^  ^^^^/^^Tflitfcll  as  20,000  K 
e^treitoely  dangt rou«  yy'''/v^'^'     •        ,        ^     ,     .  , 

den  approach  of  .^St^''^*  ^n.^^^^'l  ^?^^^^'^^^ 

threatening  afpc^  <./C>^/«fflan  Ufher  of  the  Black 

and  by  alarmir  ^'^  '^*y'}^'^i^^  attending  that  Houle, 
dangerous  en'        ^'i^'l^j^^^*^'"  ^*"  *^  farther  orders  of  the 
with  the  flr       -Ji^^      .    tt     r  ^     .     r      .  ^^ 
with  lefs  r        "J^^^    nif^*^'^^  ^"^  Houfe  by  the  Lord  Chancer 

bill  fo  /?i5^^j/«rwards.  Sir  Francis  Molyneux,  Gen- 

fmckf        ^/^'^^of^^^  Black  Rod,  came  to  the  bar,   and  in- 
prer        J^  ^^^rdihips,' ^^  that  Warren  Haftings,   Efquire, 

y         0^^^  then    ordered,    "   that  Warren    Haftings,    Ef- 

A  "^  brought  to  the  bar.**    Mr.  Haftings  was  accord- 

''f^^reoiled  to  the  bar  by  Sir  Francis  Molyneux,  where 

j'^'Lbeat  his  knee,  the  Lord  Chancellor  direfted  him  to 

^^  aad  ordered  the  articles  of  impeachment  to  be  read 

lifter  the  Clerk  had  proceeded  fome  way,  Sir  Francis 
jfojyneux  faid,  it  was  Mr,  Haftings'  requeft,  if  their  Lord- 
^jps  thought  proper,  that  the  articles  might  be  read  fliort, 

snd  Mr.  Haftings  faid,   *'  my  Lords^  I  reqiiefi'*^ and  then 

popped. 
of       The  Duke  of  Rlchmand  defired  that  the  articles  might  be 
*"    read  at  length,  declaring  that  he  was  a  ftranger  to  their  con- 
tents, fince  he  had  thought  it  his  duty  not  to  look  at  them, 
nor  inquire  about  them,  till  they  came  regularly  before  the 
Houfe;  and  therefore,  as  it  was  a  judicial  proceeding,  he 
hoped  their  Lordftiips  would  not  pafs  it  over  without  due 
folemnity,  and  attention  to  every  part  of  it. 
in-      The  Lord  Chancellor  left  the  woolfack,  and  faid,  he  had 
ordered  the  articles  of  impeachment  to  be  read  over,  and  he 
had  no  reafon  to  think  the  Clerk  would  not  do  his  duty.    He 
believed  he  had  hitherto  read  them  at  length,  and  was  pro- 
ceeding fo  to  do  when  the  noble  Duke  had  rifen. 

Mr.  Arnott  (the  reading  Clerk)  then  went  on,  and  was 
occafionally  relieved  by  Mr.  Cooper. 

At  half  paft  nine  o'clock  Lord  Dunmore  moved,  **  that 
*^  Mr.  Haftings  might  be  indulged  with  a  chair,"  which 
was  immediately  confented  to  by  the  Houfe.. 

The  reading  of  the  fixth  article  of  impeachment  being 
concluded, 

Vifcoimt  Townjhcnd  rofe  and  exprefled  a  wifh  that  the  re- 
^^  mainder  might  be  concifely  read. 

of  The  Marquis  of  Stof  ord  K;i\\  x^cv^jX  \V  '^;sls  not  confiftent 
either  with  the  d\gn\l^  ol  t\ve\lowfe^  ^\  \?cv^\\ssw^\ix  ^S.  \fc^ 
Haftings,  that  t\ve  c\vaTS^^  StiQ>i^^  vi^vXi^  ^^^^  S^k^^x^^;^. 
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The  Duke  of  Richmond  was  alfo  again  ft  the  remainder  of  Duke  o, 
the  charges  being  concifeiy  read,  and  wiftied  rather  that  the  ^^^*»™oi 
'fading  might  be  poftponed  than  not  fully  gone  through 
fith ;  for  unlefs  the  articles  were  fully  read,  it  was  impof- 
fible  to  judge  what  bail  it  would  be  proper  to  admit. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  faid,    according  to  the  rules  of  the  LordCh 
Houfe,  the  heading  of  the  remaining  articles  could  not  be  ^^<""* 
poftponed. 

The  clerks  then  prdceeded  with  the  remaining  airticles, 
which  having  gone  through, 

Mr.  Haftings  made  a  requeft  that  their  Lordfliips  would 
indulge  him  with  a  copy  of  the  articles  exhibited  againft 
him,  and  that  they  tvould  order  him  counfel,  and  grant  him 
fufEcient  time  to  deliver  in  his  anfwer  to  the  articles. 

hovi  fFalfingham  2iTok^  and  in  a  ihort  fpeech  concluded  ][-°'"<i  W* 
with  moving,  "  that  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  be  admitted.  ^^^*"°' 
<^  to  bail,    himfelf  in  10,000 1.  and  two  fureties  in  5000 1. 
"  each."  . 

Tne  Duke  of  Norfolk  conceived  the  bail  not  to  be  fu£B-  Duke  oi 
c'^ent;  the  higheft  bail  on  their  Lordfhips  Journals  (he  ob- ^**'^*^^ 
ferved)  was  40,0001.  The  charges  exhibited  in  the  Houie 
of  Commons  againft  Mr,  Haftings  were  of  great  enormity, 
apd  deeply -afFedling  the  national  charaf^^r;  he  fubmitted  it 
to  their  Lordfliips  therefore,  whether  out  of  refpedl  to  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  and  in  confideration  of  the  magnitude 
of  the  charges,  it  would  not  be  proper  to  have  bail  to  the 
amount  of  50,000  1.  He  admitted,  that  in  all  cafes  excef- 
five  bail  was  bad,  and  contrary  to  Magna  Charta,  and  decla- 
red that  if  Mr.  Haftings,  or  any  of  his  friends,  ftiould  ob- 
je£t  to  that  bail  as  exceffive,  hie  would  not  perfift  in  l^is 
motion. 

The  Earl  of  Hopetoun  was  of  opinion^  that  the  bail  firft  Earl  of 
moved  for  was  fufficient ;  but  for  the  purpofe  of  preferving  Hopetou 
unanimity,  and  to  prevent  any  difagreement  appearing  ori 
their  Lordfliips  Journals  on  fo  folemn  an  occafipn,   he  ac- 
quiefced  in  the  biiil  propofed  by  the  noble  Duke. 

Vifcount  Townjhend'^  feconded  the  motion  of  tlie  noble  vlfconni 
Duke,  affigning  as  a  reafon  for  fo  doing,  that  from  the  ex-  T^wnthc 
tent  of  the  charges  and  the  enormity  of  the  offences  Mr. 
Haftings  was  charged  with,  and  at  the  fame  tinje  believed, 
that  the  difference  of  bail  would  be  no  coijficlerAtioA  tq  Mr. 
Haftings. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  obferved,   that  as  the  articles  exhi-  I-ord  Ch 
bited  by  the  Houfe  of  Conimons  contained  very  confidera-  *^^^°'* 
bte  and  weighty  charges,  it  was 'i?«ceflary  to  have  fufficient 
bail ;  but  his  Lordfliip  faid,  that  exceffive  bail  was  always 
to  be  avoided,  as  by  fuch  bail  any  p^tfotv  vc\\^\.  Vi'b  vox^x- 
foned,  bynQt  hzvmg  it  ia  his  poww  \ft  ^\QC\xi^  V8kS\s2««^ 
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fttPetles.  If  fuch  exceilive  bail  was  demandeJ)  as  it  was 
not  ill  the  power  of  theperfon  impeached  to  procure,  then 
puuifhment  would  be  oppreiEon,  and  the  effe&,  of  an  ex-^ 
ample  would  be  loft.  He  concluded  by  faying,  that  in  his 
opinion  it  would  be  proper  to  adhere  to  the  precedent  on 
their  Journals  to  prevent  their  being  led  aftray,  and  there- 
fore be  moved  to  admit  Mr,  Haftings  to  bail>  himfelf  in 
20,oool.  and  fureties  in  io,oool.  each. 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk  having  fignified  his  aflent^  it  was 
ordered  that  Mr.  Haftings  be  admitted  to  bail  in  40,oooI. 
A  Chan-  The  Lord  ChancelUr  remarked,  that  as  the  articles  exhi'- 
or.  bited  againft  Mr.  Haftings  contained  tranfadtions  which 
had  taken  place  at  many  periods  and  in  many  fcenes,  and 
tpok  in  nearly  the  whole  of  Mr.  Haftings'  condu£t  while 
in  India,  it  was  not  poffible-,  in  his  Lordftiips'  opinion,  that 
Mr.  Haftings  could  draw  up  an  anfwer  thereto^  during  the 
fhort"  period  of  the  prefent  feffion.  He  therefore  fubn)itted 
it  to  their  Lordfliips"  confideration,  that  Warren  Haftings, 
Efq.  be  ordered  to  deliver  in  an  anfwer  to  the  articles  in 
one  month's  time,  or  on.  the  fecfond  day  of  the  next  feffion 
of  Parliament. 

The  queftlon  being  put,  it  was  ordered. 

Mr.  Haftings  was  then  called  in,  and  having  entered  with 
the  uflier  of  the  Black  Rod,  ^nd  knelt  at  the  bar. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  then  addrefled  him  to  the  following 
purports 

"  Mr.  Haftings, 

**  The  Lords  have  allowed  you  one  month,  and  until  the 
*^  fecond  day  of  the  next  feffion  of  Parliament,  to  make 
**  your  anfwers  to  the  charges  alledged  by  the  Commons  of 
**  this  kingdom  againft  you;  you  will  therefore  prepare. 
**  what  you  have  to  urge  in  your  own  defence  before  that 
**  period.  They  have  alfo  admitted  you  to  bail  on  the 
*^  terms  of  your  binding  yourfelf  in  twenty  thoufand  pounds, 
**  and  your  friends  in  twenty  thoufand  pounds  more,  as  a 
**  fecurity  for  your  abiding  the  iflue  of  procefs:  they  have 
**  ikewife  allowed  you  counfel^  and  you  will  be  fo  good 
^*  as  name  them.'' 

Mr.  Haftings  then,  bowing,  faid, — <*  I  thank  your  Lord- 
**  fliips  for  the  great  indulgence  which  you  have  fliewn  me : 
^  I  am  now  ready  to  produce  my  bail,  and  my  counfel  are 
**  the  following  gentlemen  i  MeflVs.  Plotnber,  Law,  and 
^'  Dallas." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  npw  aiked  Mr.  Haftings  whether 
his  fureties  were  prefent  ? 

;    Mr.  Haftings  anfwered  i<n  th^  affiroiatire,  and  having  of- 
i^ed>  as  lus  ftt^eties^'  M^*  Si^v^n  auid  Sumoo^  tba  Lord 
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Chancellor  a&ed  themf  whether  they  were  houfekeepers? 
and  whether,  after  payment  of  their  debts,  they  each  were 
worth  ten  thoufand  pounds  ?  and  being  anfvvered  in  the  af- 
firmative, their  recognizances  were  taken,  and  Mr.  Raf- 
tings was  ordered  to  withdraw. 

The  Marquis  of  Buckingham  moved,  "  that  the  articles 
*•  of  impeachment  might  be  printed  for  the  ufe  of  their 
«  Lordfhips.** 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  feconded  the  motion.    Ordered. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  faid  a  few  words  in  fupport  of  the 
motion ;  after  which  thfe  motion  being  put,  agreed  to,  and 
the  paper  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

T^ue/Hayy  22d  Afay. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  the  Houfe  to  rc- 
folve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  on  the  infolvent  debtors'  bill, 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk  Hated,  that  there  were  above  three  Owl^ 
thoufand  debtors  confined  in  the  different  prifons  of  the^**'^ 
kingdom,  the  lofs  of  whofe  labour  was  a  material  injury, 
not  only  to  their  families,  but  to  the  Public:  that  eivcum- 
ftance  he  conlidered  as  fo  ftrong  an  argument  in  proof  of 
the  neceffity  of  the  Houfe  agreeing  to  pafs  the  infolvent  bill 
fent  up  to  their  Lordfhips  by  the  Houfe  of.  Commons,  that 
he  thought  it  unneccffary  to  take  up  their  time  by  any  far- 
ther difcuffion  of  the  fubje^St.  His  objeft,  and  that  of  every 
noble  Lord  who  meant  to  fupport.  the  bill,  was  to  fet  the 
unfortunate  (and  not  the  fraudulent^  debtors  at  liberty.  The 
bill  therefore  contained  feveral  reftraining  claufes  for  the 
prevention  of  fraud  and  impofition ;  but  if  any  farther  re- 
ftraints  fhould  be  thought  neceffary,  he  would,  mofi  wil- 
lingly, either  introduce  or  receive  claufes  for  that  purpofe 
in  the  Committee,  and  fo  modify  the  bpll,  as  to  render  it 
acceptable  to  the  Houfe,  and  falutary  in  its  effefls  with  re- 
gard to  the  Public. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  remarked,  that  no  man  would  merit  Lor. 
^  feat  in  that  aflembly,  or  a  feat  as  a  magiftrate  in  any  court  ^^^^ 
whatever,  wha  could  prove  infenfible  to  the  miferies  of  the 
numbcrlefs  perfons  fuffering  in  prifon,  or  fo  malignant  an 
enemy  to  the  happinefs  of  mankind  as  to  feel  a  fatisfaftion 
in  their  diftrefs;  but  to  adl  blindly,  unguardedly,  or  capri- 
cioufly  on  either  principle,  was  equally  unjufi,  unwife,  and 
impolitic.  The  Lord  Chancellor  entered  at  large'  into  the 
argument  of  the  inexpediency  of  adbs  of  infolyency,  as  well 
as  the  manifefl:  injuftice  of  breaking  in  upon  that  power  of 
coercion  of  payment  with  which  the  law  of  this  country 
Aad  armed  the  creditor  for  tl:ie  li^>ii\t^^>ai^^'t^^\v\v— ^ 
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If  there  was  to  be  fuch  a  thing  as  imprifonment  for  debt,  it 
ought  to  continue  unchecked  and  upreftrained,  unlefs  in 
cafes  of  flagrant  oppreffion  and  unneceflary  cruelty • — The 
general  idea  that  humanity  required  the  intervention  of  the 
Legiflatore  between  the  debtor  and  creditor,  was  a  falfe 
notion,  founded  in  error,  and  dangerous  in  praiSlice.  He,- 
who  had  frequent  opportunities  of  knowing  and  witneffing 
the  temper  of  creditors,  feldom  found  caufe  of  complaint 
on  the  ground  of  their  feverity,.  but,  on  the  contrary,  the 
lenify  and  kindnefs  of  the  coliedlive.  body  of  creditors  who 
daily  came  before  him,  were  uniformly  great,  warm,  and 
abundant.  He  had,  in  aid  of  his  own  obfervation,  a  great 
profeflional  authority  (whofe  abfence,  and  the  caufe  of  it, 
every  man  muft  lament)  for  declaring,  that  for  every  twenty 
debtors  there  fcarcely  ever  appeared  in  the  courts  of  law  one 
cruel  creditor. — Thofe,  therefore,  who  imagined  the  reverfe 
to  be  the  fa6l,  were  egregioufiy  miftaken. 

It  has  been  faid,  that  the  laws  refpedling  debtor  and  cre^ 
ditor,  in  mefne  procefs  and  in  execution,  ftood  in  need  of 
reyifion  with  a  view  to  alteration  and  amendment :  perhaps 
the  aflertioii  was  in  fome  degree  founded,  and  he  had  no 
fcruple  to  fay,  that  he  Ihould  be  extremely  willing  to  pay 
every  poflible  attention  in  his  power  to  the  confideration  of 
'  ib  weighty  and  important  a  fubjeft  ;  but  he  earncftly  con- 
jured their  Lordfhips  not  to  countenance  fuch  breaches  of 
faith  with  creditors  as  occafional  iofolvent  bills.  With  re* 
gard  to  the  argument  that  there  were  three  thoufand  deb- 
tors in  the  different  jails,  poflibly  there  might  be  that 
number,  but  the  number  that  could  be  ftated  under  the  cir- 
cumftances  of  an  infolvcnt  bill  pending  in  Parliament,  waS 
not  the  .number  that  ought  to  be  looked  to  as  any  guide  to 
that  Hbufe  in  forining  and  fafhioning  their  opinion  with 
tefpedl  to  the  bill  under  confideration.  The  number  of  pri- 
foners  in  a  jail,  including  their  fuites,  their  families  and 
^  attendants,  was  one  number;  the  number  of  aft ual  prifon'- 
ers,  either  on  mefne  procefs  or  in  execution,  was  another i- 
and  the  numbei  of  prifoners  on  the  fpeculation  of  an  Infol- 
vent  bill  was  a  third  number,  fo  that  little  argument  wa^ 
to  be  drawn  from  that  confideration  worthy  of  much  reli- 
ance. A  much  greater  evil  than  the  lofs  of  liberty  was  thfe 
difEpation  and  corruption  that  prevailed  in  all  our  prifons  } 
to  that  their  Lordfhips  had  much  better  diredl  their  atten- 
tion than  to  the  defrauding  the  creditor  of  his  chance  of 
recovering  of  his  property  by  letting  loofe  his  Jebtor,  and 
taking  from  him  the  hopes  of  payment.  With  regard  to 
the  bill  under  confideraliou,  vx.  m^^.-^  \\v^  m^ft.  <5^e€l:ionable 
of  the  kind  that  he  had  evet  feetv\  \tv  ot\^  ^-^^v  \\.  \tv\^\W^^ 
with  the  bankrupt  lavrs,  arv^  x.qcJ&.  ovxx.  ol  A\\^VwA^  ^S.  ^ 
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perfons  intruftcd  with  the  execution  of  thofe  law.v  all  the. 
caufes  of  bankruptcies  now  pending,  and  put  them  into  the 
bands  of  juftices  of  the  peace.  He  was  not  fo  vain  as  to 
fuppofe  that  there  were  not  fome  juftices  full  as  competent 
to  do  that  bufinefs  as  he  was,  or  any  other  profeffional 
man;  but,  in  general,  juftices  of  the  peace  could  not  exe- 
cute fuch  offices  fo  well  as  thofe  whofe  whole  lives  had  beea 
ipent  in  the  praftice.  The  Lord  Chancellor  drew  the  dif- 
tfndHon  between  debtors  in  refpedl  to  trade,  and  debtors  of 
another  defcription.  He  fpoke  of  the  ancient  notion  under 
which  a  tradefman  who  could  not  pay  his  debts  was  puniOi-  » 
able :  afterwards,  as  the  principles  of  trade  became  better 
underftood,  more  enlarged  ideas  prevailed,  and  the  bankrupt 
laws  were  inftituted  for  the  relief  of  thofe  traders  who  had 
through  unforefeen  misfortunes  incurred  debts  to  a  greater 
amount  than  their  capitals,  and  the  fums  owing  to  them, 
would  fatisfy.  Thefe  laws  hid  ever  been  a  generous  provi* 
Con,  as  well  as  a  Ivife  proteftion,  for'cafcs  of  that  defcrip^ 
tion.  On  the  other  hand  thofe  who  ran  in  debt,  knowing 
that  they  never  ftiould  be  able  to  pay,  were  certainly  fit; 

-'^fubjefts  of  that  feverity  which  the  law,  as  it  flood,  emr 
powered  their  creditors  to  exercife  towards  ^heni.  The  pre- 
fent  bill  made  no  fort  of  diflindiion  between  the  two  de- 
fcriptions,  but  provided  equally  for  the  liberation  of  all 
debtors  of  almoft  ivery  defcription;  and  confequently,  being 

'Indifcriminate  in  its  objedi,  could  not  poffibly  be  juft.     He 
laid    great  ftrefs    on   this  remark,    and  then  proceeded  to  ' 
ftate  obje(Slions  to  the  feveral  clayfes  of  the  bill  one  ^fter 
another^ 

With  regard  to  the  claufe  which  related  to  commifHoned 
and  non-cbmmiffioned  officers,,  he  was  very  .ready,  he  faid, 
to  affift  to  extend  the  arm  of  the  Public  to  the  relief  of  that 
deferving  defcription  of  men ;  but  then  he  could  not  confent 
to  extend  the  arm  of  the  Public  to  their  relief  at  the  ex- 
pence  of  individuals.  He  fpoke  of  annuitants  for  lefs  than 
a  thoufand  pounds  being  included  in  the  bill  as  a  moft  im- 
proper matter;  obferving,  that  though  the  limitation  was 
to  a  fum  lefs  than  1000 1.  per  annum  to,  any  individual, 
yet  the  debtor  miglut  have  10,000 1.  a  year  to  pay,  if  it 
was  divided  in  payment  to  eleven  annuitants. — Another  part 
of  the  bill  that  he  mentioned  with  fome  degree  of  indigna- 
tion, was  its  comprehending  within  the  objedls  to  be  relie-* 
ved  by  it,  traducers  of  private  charafler,  perfons  found 
guilty  of  the  moft  atrocious  offences  againft  fociety,  whofp 
punimment  fell  greatly  fhort  of  the  degree  of  their  eqor- 
snity.  If  an  information  were  filed  againft  fuch  wretche% 
they  had  the  impudence,  he  faid,  to  threaten  21  ^\iftv{vc?Xvo5vt 

4^  on  the  other  bmd,  and£tiouvras  brou^X) /o^vAA'^'ecvs^^ 
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giv^en  inftteouate  in  €very  eenlideration  to  the  proportion 
ef  their  gi>ilt,  they  threw  themfelves  into  the  King^s  Bench 
^ifon,  and  trufted  to  an  aft  of  infolvency  for  relief.  The 
^laufe  relative  to  fugitives  beyond  fea  alfo  challenged  his 
feprehenfion :  he  confidered  fuch  claufes  as  affording  en- 
couragement to  bad-minded  men  to  get  into  debt,  go  abroad, 
und  aner  having  there  fpent  in  difSpation,  and  at  their  eafe, 
all  the  remains  of  their  fortune^  or  rather  of  the  property 
#f  others  which  they  carried  off  with  them,  to  come  back 
dnd  take  advantage  of  an  infolvent  aft,  to  enable  them  to 
begin  their  caceer  of  fraud  over  again.  After  objefti;ng  in 
like  manner  to  fome  of  the  exceptions  contained  in  the  bill, 
and  condemning  almoft  every  part  of  it,  he  fpoke  of  the 
Lords*  aft,  upon  which  (he  faid)  all  fuch  ♦•ills  as  the  bill  then 
tinder  confideration  was  an  intrufion.  He  had  been  pre- 
vailed upon  two  years  ago,  by  a  noble  Earl  (of  Effingham)  ., 
who  had  argued  With  as  much  gravity  and  wifdom  on  the 
fubjeft,  as  he  ever  heard  any  man  argue  with,  to  confent  to 
^ter  the  fum  ftated,  as  the  limitation  in  that  aft,  from  one 
hundred  pounds  to  two  hundred  pounds,  which,  confidering  , 
the  different  value  of  money  now,  to  what  it  was  when  the 
Lords*  aft  firft  pafled^  was  not  unreafonable. 

He  ftated  the  hiftory  of  the  Lords'  aft,  /hewing^  that  it 
^  went  on  the  principle  of  the  CeJJh)  Bonorum  in  ufe  in  Scotland, 
and  he  drew  from  thence  an  argument  againft  the  propofed  ^ 
Infolvent  Bill-  Another  argument  urged  by  him  againft  the 
hill,  was  the  preamble  of  the  laft  Infolvent  Aft,  pafted  foon 
after  the  riots  of  1780.  That  preamble  was  not,  be  faid,  his 
drawing,  but  that  of  a  much  abler  man,  and  the  plain  mean- 
ing of  it  was,  an  intimation  to  creditors,  that  it  was  not  very 
likely  that  any  more  Infolvent  Bills  would  be  pafled.  Now, 
though  he  would  admit  that  one  Parliament  could  undo  what 
a  preceding  Parliament  bad  done,  he  alked  their  Lordftiips, 
whether  they  were  willing  fo  wantonly  and  rudely  to  trample 
0n  the  authority  of  a  former  aft,  and  br«ak  the  foederal  com- 
paft,  which  by  that  preamble  they  had,  as  it  were  entered 
into  with  creditors?  After  a  variety  of  arguments  immedi- 
ately oppofite  to  the  bill  before  the  Houfe,  he  returned  to  a 
dlfcuflion  of  the  law  of  imprifonment,  and  of  the  manage*  - 
ment  and  conduft  of  our  prifons.  He  faid,  he  had  lately  had 
the  honour  of  a  converfation  upon  the  fubjeft  with  a  gentle- 
man who  was,  of  all  others,  the  beft  qualified  to  treat  of  it. 
Mr.  Howard,  whofe  humanity,  great  as  it  was,  was  at  leaft 
equalled  by  his  wifdom ;  for,  a  more  judicious,  or  a  more 
fenfible  reafoner  upon  the  topic  he  never  had  converfed 
with.  His  own  ideas  had  been  turned  to  folitary  impri- 
fonment, -and  a  ftrift  regimen  (as  the  conftitution  and  ha- 
bit of  th©  IWing  ol  xVia  SsJaXot  \xC\^Xx^<!^ue,)  %%  a  punifh- 
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liient  for  debt;  and  that  notion  had  cxaftly  cortefponded 
with  Mr.  Howard's,  who  had  agreed  with  him,  that  ther 
great  objeft  ought  to  be,  when  it  becaitie  neceffary  to  fecliide 
a  man  from  the  reft  of  fociety,  and  imprifon  him  for  debt,  to 
take  care  that  he  came  out  of  prifon  no  Worfe  a  man,  in 
point  of  he^ilth  and  morals,  than  he  went  jn.     There  was  ^ 
part  of  the  Scotch  law,  which  (the  Lord  Chancellor  obferved) 
he  much  admired,  and  that  was,  punifhing  thofe  who  were 
concerned  in  advifing  a  tradefman  to  tprn  fraudulent  bank- 
rupt, and  aiding  and  aifilling  him  in  efi^6):ing  fuch  a  bank- 
ruptcy, with  more  than  ordinary  feverity.     That  idea  he 
meant  particularly  tp  attend  ^  in  the  projeft,   the  mere 
outlines  of  which  he  had,  upon  the  fprin^  in  his  mind,  for 
the  moment,  rather  than  from  any  digefted  plan  or  mature 
refle<Skion, ,  taken  the  liberty  of  rudely  fuggefting  to  th«» 
Houfe.     Another  matter  which  he  hstd  in  contemplatioa 
was,  to  oblige  the  creditor  to  allow  the  groats  agreeable  to 
theLoids'aft,  and  increafe  them,  if  the  conftitut  ion  and  ha- 
bit of  his  debtor  fliould  require  it.     In  order  to  indemnify 
the  creditor  for  this,  he  meant  to  enable  him  to  takeout  two 
procefTes  at  once  (what  was  called  the  writ  of  fieri  facias^  and 
the  writ  of  capias)  and  to  allow  the  creditor  to  add  the  groats 
to  the  original  debt,  for  which  the  eftate  of  the  debtor,  either 
in    poflefCon,    reverfion,  or  expeftancy,  fhould  be  liable. 
Above;  all  things  a  ftriA  regimen,  folitary  confinement,  and 
care  to  avoid  corruption  of  morals  fliould  be  the  cbjedl;  Mr. 
Howard  having  aflurcd  him  that  the  dampeft  dungeon  in  the 
.XBoft  loath fome  jail  he  had  ever  entered  abroad,  was  nothing 
to  the  Corruption  and  diffipation  which  prevailed  in  ^Imoft 
every  one  of  our  prifon s  to  the  difgrace  and  fcandal  of  the 
kingdom.     Mr.  Howard  had  told  him  in  proof  of  this,  that 
a  quaker  called  upon  h'lm  to  go  with  him  to  witnefs  a  fcene, 
which,  if  he  went,  fingly,  he  feared  would  be  too  much  for 
hi«  feelings:  It  was  to  fee  a  friend  in  diftrefs,  a  perfon  who 
had  lately  gone  into  the  King's  Bench  prifon.     When  they 
came  there,  Mr.  Howard  (aid,  they  found  the  man  half 
^Tunk,  playing  at  fives:  They  were  greatly  fhocked  at  the 
circumftance,  he  afked  him  to  go  to  the  coffee-room  and 
take  a  glafs  of  wine.     The  roan  faid:  no,  he  had  drunk  fo 
n^Qch  punch,  that  he  could  not  drink  wine,  however,  he 
would  call  In  at  the  room  and  take  a  glafs  with  them  be- 
fore they  went.     Mr.  Howard  and  his  friend  came  'away 
'  with'a  v6ry  different  fentiment  from  that  which  they  had  en- 
tertained when  they  arrived  at  the  prifon,  but  with  a  fenti- 
nient  not  lefs  MiSting,  to  a  real  friend.     The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor commented  upon  this  ftory,  and,  after  urging  feveral 
additional  aguments  againft  Iniblvent  bills  in  general^  and 
tjw  tm^  begfojCL  the  Houfe  in  patticvdas)  tie  c^iGiQ\ad!ed.mtlbw 
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moving,  **  that   the  bill  be  committed  for  the   19th  of 
"  June." 
Lord  Lord  Rawdon  confefled  that  he  laboured  under  peculiar  dif- 

Jliwdon.  advantages  in  having  to  follow  the  noble  and  learned  Lord; 
but,  as  he  faw  the  policy  of  imprifonroent  for  debt  in  a  very 
different  light  from  thai  in  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  viewed  it,  and  thoiight  the  abufe  of  the  laws  authorifing 
fuch  a  pradlice  matter  of  ferious  complaint,  he  muft  trouble 
the  Houfe  with  his  reafons  for  entertaining  fuch  an  opinion. 
The  claufes  of  the  bill,  as  it  flood  (he  admitted)  were  ex- 
tremely defeftive,  and  therefore,  he  wiiheH  to  go  into  a 
'    ^  Committee  to  amend  thefe  claufes.     He  would  not  detain 

the  Houfe  by  eniimerating  all  the  various  ftatutes  which  had 
patfled,  from  the  earlieft  periods  of  our  hiftory  on  the  fubjeft 
of  imprifonment  for  debt;  but,  merely  ftate  the  gradations 
of  the  modes  of  proceeding  as  differently  adopted  at  different 
periods.  He  then  mentioned,  that,  originally,  fo  much  at-  > 
tention  had  been  paid  to  the  ufefulnefs  of  each  individual  to 
his  family  and  the  p>iblic,  that,  whenever  his  property  was 
feized,  his  utenfils  of  agriculture  were  deemed  unattachable. 
Having  ftated  this,  he  (aid  that  the  writ  oi dlfiringas  was  the  . 
'  firft  prbcefs,  and  that  was  multiplied  till  all  the  property  of 
a  debtor  was  feized. — Afterwards  the  writ  of  capias  ad  n^ 
fpondendum  was  added.  And  this,  in  hi^  opinion,  was  a  fe- 
Vere  and  oppreflive  procefs.  He,  next,  f  raced  the  cuflom  up 
to  Charles  the  lid's  tirne,  when,  in  confequence  of  the 
change  of  tenures  an  alteration  was  made  in  the  mode  of  pur- 
fuing  the  debtor,  much  to  his  difadvantage,  an^  that  mode 
had  been  continued  to  the  prefent  moment.  He  pointed  out 
bow  liable  the  law  was  to  abufe,  as  it  flood  at  this  day,  and 
fai4  that  although  he  admitted  Infolvent  debtors  bills  to  be 
at  beft  but  bad  remedies,  yet  that  fuch  rem.edies  muft  be  ap- 
plied, from  time  to  time,  as  long  as  the  law  remained  in  its 
prefent  defeftive  condition.  He  complimented  the  Lord 
Chancellor  on  his  intimation  of  his  readinefs  to  take  part  in  a 
revifion  of  the  law,  in  the  cafe  of  iraniifonment  for  debt, 
but,  in  the  mean  time  (he  declared)  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
*  to  fupport  the  bill  then  before  the  Houfe,  It  was  the  cauie 
of  humanity^  fince  the  noble  duke  had  ftated,  that  3000 
debtors  were  locked  up  in  prifon^  and  furely,  the  labour  of  fo 
large  a  body  of  fubjefts  was  a  matter  well  worthy  the  moft 
ferious  consideration  of  the  Houfe. 
Earl  of  The  Earl  of  Hopetmm  fupported  the  bill,  and  declared,  that 

Ho^^etoen.   he  would  not  confent  to  have  it  gotten  rid  of  by  a  fhove  off 
for  a  month,  to  a  period  when  it  was  well  known  Parliament, 
would  not  be  fitting.    He  a^^ealed  to  the  humanity  of  their 
Lordfliips,  whether  the^  nvoxM  ^^rnvW.  ^\i^^  fe\sXM^  from 
tie  other  Houf«  for  tV\c  leVxQi  oi  ^c^  toasx^  ol>easx\  ^uSss^  K>^ 
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jefts  to  be  loft.  At  leaft,  he  hoped  they  would  fuffer  it  to 
go  into  the  Committee  to  be  altered,  amended,  and  irfiprov- 
ed;  andthen^  if  it  pafled,  late  as  it  was  in  the  feffion,  the 
Houfe  of  Commons  )Vould  have  time  enough  to  pofs  it.  The 
Earl  (in  the  courfe  of  his  fpeech)  remarked  that  he  Would  be 
bold  enough  to  aflfail  the  law,  and  to  pronounce  it  a  trap  fet 
for  the  tradefman  and  iKppkeeper,  and  kept  in  the  hands  of 
the  merchant  and  ftianufiiiluref;  it  was  fo  iiDperfe6l,  as  to 
make  fvich  a  bill  as  the  prefent  abfolutely  peceflary :  and  he 
farther  obferved,  that  it  was  peculiarly  proper,  at  a  pefio4> 
when  we  were  at$put  to  ex.tend  our  coiqmerce,  and  in  all  pro- 
bability, to  require  the  induftry  and  ability  of  all  our  artifans, 
and  all  our  manufacturers. 

Vifcouht  Stormont  declared,  that  he  had  not  ihfeant  to  have  yi  i 
faid  one  word  on  the  bill;  for,  he  had  not  as  yet  iiiade  up  ^*« 
his  mind  to  the  queftion»  whether  a  bill  of  infolvency  might 
not  be  fo  framed  as  to  make  it  £t  to  pafs  that  Houfe,  and 
therefore,  he  Hiould  not  vote  at  all.  With  regard  to  the 
bill  before  the  Houfe,  it  was  in  its  prefent  form,  the  moft; 
wild,  extravagant  and  improper  of  any  bill  which  he  had 
ever  feen  on  the  fubje£k.  He  proceeded  to  point  out  objec- 
tions to  various  parts  of  the  bill,  and  entered  intba  ctrnipari- 
fon  of  xhQCeffio  Bonorum  of  the  Scotch  law,  as  prsidtifed  in 
that  part  of  the  kingdom^  with  the  feeble  imitation  of  it 
contained  in  the  bill.  He  declared^  that  the  claufe  about 
fugitives  was  highly  objeftionable,  and  tliat  its  clear  purport 
was  to  encourage  debtors  to  get  away  with  their  creditors* 

froperty;  fince,  if  they  chofe  to  breathe  the  pure  air  of 
Vance,  at  Bologna,  or  in  any  other  toWn,  and  get  in- 
toxicated with  French  wine  (as  he  hiitifdf  had  feeri  them  do) 
inftead  of  going  into  jail,  they  were  offered  an  indemnity  by 
the  bill.  He  fpoke  in  ternts  of  high  complimeht  6f  the  re- 
form of  the  laws  of  jmprifonment  for  debt,  at  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  hinted,  and  faid  that  thodgh  it  had 
been  no  more  than  a  rough  fketch,  it  was  a  iketcti  by  the 
hand  of  a  mafter,  by  the  hand  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord^ 
who  had  it  in  his  power  to  complete  the  tufinefs,  and  he 
fliould  Confider  it  as  a  pledge,  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  would  do  it,  at  fome  nature  period,  ^hen  his  leifur^f 
ferved.  He  reprobated  all  bills  of  infolveticy  aS  opening  a 
door  to  grofs  fraud,  and  encouraging  mcni  to  rurt  in  debt; 
and  after  hoping  that  the  bill  would  not  pafs  in  its  prefent 
(hape,  he  concluded  -with  declaring,  that  ludicrous  as  it 
migfat  appear^  he  had  heard  i't  ferioufly  airgued,  ttiat  it  was  a 
violation  of  the  liberty  of  a  free  born  Englifhtrian  ia  oHigi 
him  to  go  out  of  prifon. 

Lord  Rawdon  anfwered,  that  advantage  had  been  taken  o^   ^rf 
the  admitted  defei^iycaefs  of  the  cUufe^  o^xJa  ^stt&aX.  V^vVL^^**^* 
Vql.XXJL  a  a  V. 
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t     ■        to  argue  againft  its  principle,  which  was  not  fair.     There 

were  undoubtedly,  many  fraudulent  dd)tors.      His    wilh 

therefore  was,  to  amend  the  bill  in  the  Committee,  fo  as  to 

make  the  benefit  of  it  extend  only  to  the  unfortunate,  of 

which  defcription  there  were  alfo  undoubtedly  many.     To 

his  knowledge,  great  numbers  who  had,  againft  their  will, 

been  forced  into  the  fervice  of  their  country,  were,  in  con- 

feqaence,  now  lingering  in  prifon.     There  were  alfo  many 

of  the  American  loyalifts  in  the  fame  predicament,  who  had 

bairns  upon  Government  for  much  more  than  they  owed; 

and  furely  their  Lordfhips  would  not  declare  that  they  were 

not  entitled  to  relief.     All  for  which  he  prefled,  wiis  that 

when  their  LordfhipsK  were  going  out  of  town  for  pleafure, 

they  would  not  leave  3000  of  their  fellow-fubjeits  lingering 

in  prifon  fix  months  longer. 

Lord  Lord  Kinnaird  faid  that  he  would  ^ot,  at  that  late  hour, 

Cinnaird     intrude  on  their  Lordfliips'  patience.   He  wifhed  well  to  tlvc 

bill,  and  was  glad  to  have  heard  many  of  the  arguments  of 

the  learned  Lord  on  the  woolfack,  which  amounted  to  an  ad- 

miffion  of  the  neceffity  of  fuch  bills  paffing,  till  the  reform 

fuggefted  bv  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  adopted.  ^ 

iTie  ijueition  was  put,  and  the  Houfe  divided. 

Contents  (for  going  into  the  Committee  then)         12 

Not  contents        -  -  -   .         -  23 

The  Lord  Chancellor's  motion  was  carried,  and  the  bill  loft. 

JVedncJday^  23^  May^  , 

F.arl  Stan-       Earl  Stanhope  moved  the  fecond  reading  of  the  bill,  **  To 
^P^v        "  enable  the  Lord  Mayor,  rommonalty,  and  citizens  of  Lou- 
*'  don,  to  purchafe  the  mooring  chains  in  the  river  Thames; 
*^  and  for  regulating  the  lying  and  mooring  of  ihtps  and  vef- 
"  fels  within  the  Port  of  London." 
LbrdChan-      The  Lord  Chancellor  obferved,  that  tlie  hill  was  of  very 
iellor,        confiderable  importance,  and  that  it  was  a  very  ftrange  pro- 
ceeding, to  bring  in  fuch  a  bill  at  the  very  clofe  df  the  feffion. 
The  corporation  of  London  were  undoubtedly,  confervators 
of  the  river  Thames;  but  the  right  of  confervation  extend- 
ed, only,  in  his  opinion,  to  the  fewers,  under  the^  general  aft 
of  fewers  pafled  in  the  reign  of  King  Henry  the  Eighth;  to 
the  prefervation  of  fifli,  and  the  prcfervation  of  incroacb- 
ments  upon  the 'river.     It  was,  liowever,  extremely  idle  to 
fuppofe  that  the  right  exteiided  to  the  whole  navigatirtri  of  the 
river,  whiph  was,  m  fafl:,  the  King's  highway.     By  the  pre- 
fent  bill,  the><;orporation  were  to  be  enabled  to  purchafe  the 
pnsfent  chains,  atid  to  lay' on  a  ^ax,  which. (it  ftruck  him) 
was  v^ry  heavy.  ,  Tte^  vi^x^  x.<>  \.>V;ft  the  ^ropeity  into  their 
O^n  hands,  in  ctife  SiU^  ^x^^uxe. -^xo^^  V^x^t^ecv  ^^  x:«^  clai- 
'  *in.ants,and-to;pay  tiit  toxi;)a^Sai'^:i  ^V^ 
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pleafed,  without  application  to  any  of  the  conxts  of  law^. 
l^hey  were  empowered  to  make  bye  laws  and  regulations,  for 
the  government  of  the .  {hipping  to  any  extent.  Another 
claufe  gave  a  power  to  defray  any  charges  or  expences  of 
pafTing  the  bill,  without  limiting  the  fum.  A  claufe  equally 
abiurd,  prevented  any  convi(5iion,  whether  forna^al  or  not, 
from  being  moved  into  any  fuperior  court.  This  was  clearly 
illegal,  and  ought  not  to  be  fuiFered  to  appear  as  a  precedent. 
It  was  fo  ambiguous,  that  it  was  impoflible  that  noble  Lords 
could  underftand  it.  The  court  of  Aldermen  was  undoubt- 
edly refpeftable;  and  as  individuals,  he  would  rely  upon 
their  honour;  but  they  were  a  ifludluating  body,  and  it  was 
very  improper  to  intruft  them  with  powers  not  warranted  by 
.  the  ftridl  letter  of  the  law.  The  commiffioners  of  the  cus- 
toms ought  to  have  been  confuhed.  The  Trinity  Houfe 
ought  to  have  been  coufulted.  One  or  twoxlqufes  went  to 
form  a  kind  of  mixed  jurifdidlion  between  the  corporation 
and  the  Trinity  Houfe,  particularly  with  refpeft  to  thd  har- 
bour mailers.  This  would  be  productive  of  endlefs  jea- 
loufies  and  litigation,  which  ought  by  all  means  to.be  a- 
voided. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  now  moved  an  amendment,  that  the 
bill  be  read  a  fecond  time  on  the  19th  of  June  next. 

Eurl  Stanhope  replied,  that  the  objedions  made  by  the  no-  ^arl ! 
ble  and  learned  Lord  were  fallacious.     The  bill  was  of  fo  hope* 
much  confequence,  that  the  argumenrof  the  latenefs  of  the 
feffion  was  abfurd.     It  became  His  Majefty's  Minifters  not 
to  permit  Parliament  to  be  prorogued  until  it  had  been  fairly 
inveftigated.  When  the  table  was  covered  with  bills,  brought 
in  by  adminiftration,  at  the  clofe  of  the  feflion,  it  came  with 
a  very  ill  grace  for  any  member  of  that .  adminiftration  to 
cenfure  the  fame  proceeding  in  the  city  of  London,  of  which 
tliey  had  given  the  example.     To  prove  the  neceflity  of  its 
pafling  into  a  law  he  begged  leave  to  obferve,  that  he  had  been 
informed,  from  unqueilionable  authority,  that  within  twenty 
years  paft,  the  merchants  had  fuffered  lofles,  in  their  {hip- 
ping, by  the  improper  moorings,  of  at  leaft  five  hundred 
thou fand  pounds.,    It  was  therefore,  in  fad^,  the  merchants' 
bill,  and  brought  forward  at  their  particular  defire;  and  the 
reafon  why  it  was  not  brought  in  fooner,  was  becaufe  the  ne- 
.ceflary  arrangements  were  hot  made  with  the  proprietors  of 
the  feverai  chains.    So  far  was  the  city  from  wifhing  to  take 
an  improper  advantage  of  the  rights  of  individuals,  that  a 
claiifc  was  inferted,  by  which,  if  any  of  the  proprietors 
Ihould  prove  refradtory,  and  refufe  todifpofe  of  their  rights 
the  value  was  to  be  9£ktkA  hy  a  jury  IndlfferenUy  chof(Hi»  ^ 
Was  liot  this  the  cafe  every  (ettion  of  Parliament,  with  nsf- 
j^$  to  road  and  iiiciofure  bills)  XVie  iijQibVt  iM^V^;dx\^^  \av^ 
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Jcnew  ttiat  it  was.     Upwards  of  twenty  of  the  chains  were 
in  the  pofleffion  of  Sir  Peter  Burrell,  and  a  few  others  were 
-in  other  private  hands.     The  city  had  negotiated  with  the 
proprietors,  and  had  obtained  their  confent  to  the  bill,  in 
,brder  that  one  general  and  uniform  fyftem  might  take  place, 
to  prevent  thofe  lofles  which  had  hitherto  been  the  confe- 
quence  of  the  total  want  of  regulation.    Earl  Stanhope  illuf- 
trated  the  exceeding  irregularity  of  the  moprings  of  ihips 
ppori  the  river,  by  the  following  faft.     When  >the  bill  was 
iirft  agitated,  the  committee   of  aldermen  and  commoners 
went  down  the  river  in  the  city  bar^e,  to  take  a  view;  but 
fuchwas  thefituation  of  this  highway,  as  the  noble  and  learn- 
jcd  Lord  had  deemed  it,  that  the  barge-could  not  pafs,  even 
in  the  middle  of  the  river.  The  Houfe  might  eafily  conceive 
in  what  a  confufed  and  irregular  ftate  the  fhipping  lay.    The 
Tioble  and  learned  Lord  had  objedled  to  a  tax  being  laid  upon 
ihip^;  it  was  true  Earl  Stanhope  obferved,  there  was  a  tri- 
fling fum  to  be  levied  of  four  fhillings  per  voyage  upon  coal 
ihips  of  200  tons  burden,  and  fo  in  proportion  up  to  eight 
^  ihillings;  and  for  every  other  ftiip  a  fum  of  two  and  fixpcncp 
pach  voyage;  and  for  ihips  on  foreign  voyages  one  hal^nhy      ^ 
per  ton;   "But  it  was  likewife  pbVious,  that  the  city  rouft 
advance  a  very  large  fum;  not  lefs  than  70,000!.    Surely  it 
was  but  equitable  that  they  fliould  be  indemnified.     "What- 
ever remained,  after  this  fum  was  rep;^id,  was  to  be  applied 
to  the  improvement  of  the  river.   The  owners  of  ihips  couldi     ^ 
not^  (and  in  faft.  Aid  not)  pbjeft  to  this  t^x,  2is  it  was  called, 
becapilp  the  fafety  of  their  property  was  a  hundred,  perhaps  a 
thoufand  times  more  confequential  to  them.     Upon  every 
view  pf  the  queftion,  therefore,  he  was  convinced^  jhat  the 
hill  ought  to  go  intpa  Committee,  in  or(^er  that  it  might  be 
modified  and  rendered  ferviceable  to  the  Slipping  interefl  of 
the  firit:  port  in  the  kingdom;  and  as  to  an  idea  of  the  late- 
nefs  of  the  feifipn^  he  muft  again  obferve  that  it  was  ridicu- 
lous in  the  extreme,  ^hen  the  ti^ble  was  crowded  with  bills^ 
yrhich  Adminiilration  had  neglefted  to  the  prefent  mopnent. 
»kc  of        The  Duke  of  Richmond  faid  jthat  he  ^gree^  with  the  noble  ' 
ichmond.  Earl  in  almoft  every  pne  of  his  poiitioqs;  but  yet  there  were 
part^  which  required  very  great  amendment.'    He  particu- 
larly mentioned  the  apppintnient  of  colleftors  withotit  fecu- 
rity;  the  manner  of  diftrainingupoq  the  iliips  ii>  cafe  of  non- 
payment; and  two  or  three  othejr  claufes.  *  He  had  b^iides, 
an  objefition  againft  the  money,  whiph  might  accrue  after 
the  purchafe  money  was  paid,  being  vefted  in  the  corpo- 
ration.    In  his  opinion,  after  that  pefiod,  the  chains  ought  to 
.    jbe  perfe6lly  free.   As  to  t\\^>^^\\caXv5vv  of  the  furplus  to  the 
improvement  of  the  nvei ;  t\\\^  Wo\3\^\TvXRAt.\^>R\^\};^  ^ji- 
f ifdidion  of  thg  TmVit^  Hou^e^;^\i^^^     ^^"^  ^^^^^>\^wx^ 
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infijiitely  more  competent,  or  ought  to  be  rendered  {a,  to  that- 
biifmefs  than  the  ^corporation.  He  was  of  opiniiqp  with  the 
noble  Earl,  that  the  precedent  of  loading  the  table  with  bilb,* 
and  hurrying  them  through  the  Houfe,  at  the  lad  moment  of 
the  feflion,  was  of  a  very  bad  tendency;  but  even  if  this 
ihould  have  happened  through  the  negledl  of  Adminiftration^ 
yet  it  was  no  apology  for  the  negle6l  in  the  city,  in  the  pre- 
fent  inftawce.  He  was  therefore  for  the  bill  Handing  over  to 
the  next  feffion,  when  it  could  be  introduced  with  every  ad* 
ditional  improvement,  which  might  be  derived  during  the 
recefs. 

Earl  Stanhope  obfervedi  that  if  a  revenue  Was  not  to  be.  re-  Eari  st 
ceived  from  the  chains  after  the  debt  was  extinguifbed,  it  *^<^P«« 
feemed  natural  to  afk  by  what  means  would  they  be  kept  in 
repair.  .  . 

The  Duke  of  NorfolkxMexlj  difliked  the  mode  of  precipi-  Dukec 
tating  bills  through  the  Houfe  at  the  laft  moment  of  the  ^^^^ 
feffion.  He  had  frequently  feen  the  ill  confequences  of  fuch 
improper  procedure.  A  cafe  was  this  moment  in  point.  A 
|)ill  wa^  introduced  into  the  lower  Houfe,  under  pretence  of 
erefting  a  court  of  confcience  for  recovery  of  fmall  debts,  in 
a  diflri^  of  three  towns  in  Suflex ;  and  by  a  fweeping  claufe, 
the  whole  of  the  jurifdidlion  of  feveral  Courts  Baron  was  en- 
tirely taken  away.  He  did  not  know  whether  the  bill  was 
at  prefent  in  the  Houfe.  He  was  informed  by  feveral  Peers,, 
that  the  bill  was  thrown  out  in  the  Commons.  The  Duke 
then  tpok  ^  fhort  vjew  of  the  prefent  bill,  and  remarked  that 
it  was  loofely  drawn  up;  and  on  that  account,  wanted  many 
amendments;  but  upon  the  whole,  he  was  rather  inclined  to 
let  it  go  to  a  Committee,  where  its  imperfedlions  might  be 
cured,  and  its  operation  tend  to  public  utility. 

The  queftiori  was  then  put  upon  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
motion ;  when  a  diyifioa  was  called  for;  but  near  thirty  Peers 
going  below  tKe  bar,  ;^nd  the  reft  following  them,  and  only 
nve  or  fix  flaying  ajbove,  Ei^rl  Stanhope  gave  up  the  queftiou 
•—and  the  bill  was  thro^vn  ouj. 

The  Houfe  j^djourned* 

Thurfdny,  24th  May. 

On  the  report  of  the  GUfgow  bill  which  was  for  the  pur- 
pofe  of  widening  the  ftrept$  and  other  inatters  therein  men- 
tioned, , 

The  Earl  of  Selkirk  oppqfed  it,  and  moved  for  a  ^ecommi^-  Earl  o 
inent.     He  ^yifhed  to  have  the  ftreet  wideaed  14  ffeet,  and  ScUurk, 
only  to  allow  the  proprietors  the  value  of  that  extent,  with- 
out a  proper  conflderation  for  the  loiles  and  inconvenience 
thev  inuft  jTuftain  by  their  premifes  being  thus  iiarrowed. 
"'    -     .........  ,...0  ..^^ 
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The  Lord  Chancellor  contended  that  this  would  operate  as 
.an  a£l  pt  injuftlce  to  the  proprietois  of  the  houfes,  and  was 
fuel)  as  he  could  not  afieot  to. 
The  bill  was  reported. 
-iSydncy.      tord  Sy4fi€y  having  moved  the  prde^'of  the  day  for  taking 
^^nto  coufideration  His  Majefty  s  meflage,  and  the  lame  being 
jread,  he  informed  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  a  motion  to  make 
.for  an  addrefs,  in  anfwer  to  that  meffage.     On  this  occafiou, 
he  wiflied  to  reprefent  to  their  Lordftiips  the  great  paternal 
affedlion  which  the  Sovereign  had  ihewed  for  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  and  the  care  which  he  had  taken  that  the  increafe  of 
his  fon's  income  (hould  not  become  a  burden  on  his  people. 
He  believed  that  every  noble  Lord  .would  join  him  in  paying 
a  tribute  of  applaufe  to  the  public  and  private  virtues  of  the 
Sovereign;  and  that  there  would  be  an  unanimity  of  aflent 
in  the  approbation  of  the  Houfe  on  this  great  and  good  aft  of 
.the  Father  to  the  Son. — ^Nothing  (he  faid)  was  nearer  to  His 
Majefty'sJieart  than  the  welfare  of  his  people,  and  it  was  bis 
chief  objeft  to  preferve  them  from  additional  burdens,  parti- 
cularly in  refpedl  to  his  family;  but  as  the  Pnnce's  income 
.was  not  adequate  to  the  expenditure  requiGte  to  keep  up  his 
xank,  and  as  it  was  neceffary  that  he  Ihould  keep  up  that  dig- 
.nity  which  fuch  rank  demanded,  -His  Majefty  thought  it  pro* 
,per  to  Jay  the  circumftapce  of  the  cafe  befqre  his.  Parliament, 
and  to  fignify  that  it  was  hjs  intention  to  pay  ten  thoufand 
pounds  per  year  out  of  the  civil  lift,  as  an  increafe  to  His 
Koyal.Highnef^*  prefent  revenue^'  rather  than  put  an  addi- 
tional burden  to  that  amount  on  his  people:  and  matters  were 
fo  arraneedy  that  there  would  not  be  a  future  .occafion  to 
come  to  Parliament  for  a  farther  fupply  than  what  the  liqui- 
dation of  the  Prince's  debts  at  prefent  demanded— all  which 
ihould  be  afcertained  with  the  moft  rninute  exa£tnefs. 

Lord  Sydney  then  mov^d,  ^*  that  an  hiynble  addrefs  be 
**  prefented  to  the  Throne^-  expreiSng  the  high  fenfeof  duty 
*^  and  afFeftion  which  their  LordQiips  entertained  for  Hts 
**  Majefty  and  his  ilhiftrious  family;  and  that  tliey. beheld, 
<^  with  pleafure,  his  paternal  love  for  his  royal  Son^  and  his 
"  fatherly  afFeflion  for  his  people." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  read  the  addrefs,  and  putting  the 
queftion  thereon/  all  the  Lords  cried  out  "Content!'* 

Lord  Sydney  moved,  <*  that  the  Lords  with  white  ftaves  do 
**  wait  on  His  Majefty  to  know  when  lie  will  be  gracioufly 
*^  pleafed  to  receive  the  addrefsr,"  which  was  ordered  accorcf- 
ingly,  and  then  the  Houfe  adjourned. 

Jlfondayy  2ith  Jkfay^ 

A  meffage  from  the  Comttvom  V^V\^^V^gxv\\j^JiT^^^^ 
the  parties  attcndbg^  oi^wi.  Va  V*^  ^^\^V\w^ 


^^ 


it,  x78^  D    E    BAT    E   S. 

Mr.  Burke  appeared  at  the  bar,  and  produced  the  rwftiin- 
ing  articles  of  charge  which  the  Houfe  of  Common^  had* 
found  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  and  affilred  their  Lord-' 
fhips  that  they  would  prove  the  fame.  The  articles  wei^ 
the  8th,  9th,  10th,  nth,  12th,  13th,  14th,  ijth,  i6tlv 
17th,   1 8th,   igth,  and  20th. 

Progrefs  having  been  made  by  the  clerk  in  reading  thd 
above  articles,  the  Houfe  was  moved  by 

Lord  Walfingham,  that  Warren  HalHngs,  Efq,  be  ordef- 
ed  to  appear  at  their  Lordlhips'  bar,  vvhich  was  agreed  to. 

Sir  Francis  MoIineuK  then  withdrew,  and,  on  hjs  return, 
informed  their  Lordfhips  that  Warreri  Haftings,  Efij,  was  in 
waiting,  ^nd  ready  to  obey  their  commands.  He  was  thea 
ordered  to  be  btought  in,  and  knelt  at  the  bar  as  on  the  for-' 
mer  occafion.     He  was  defired  by 

The  Lord  Chancellor  to  rile,  and  informed  that  variows 
other  articles  of  charge  had  been  prefented  againft  him  by 
the  Houfe  of  Commons.     Thofe  articles  were  read,  fhort. 

Mr.  Haftings  was  then  defired  to  withdraw,  which  he 
did,  and  the  Houfe  was  moved  by- 
Lord  Walfingham,  to  order  that  Warren  Haftings,  £<q. 
he  furnifhed  with  a  copy  of  thefe  articles  of  charge,  and  al- 
lowed one  month  and  the  fecond  day  of  next  feffion  of  Par- 
liament to  prepare  anfwers  to  the  fame.  This  being  agreed 
to,  and  Mr.  Haftings  being  called  in,  he  came  up  to  thebatf 
and  kneeling  again,  was  defired  by  thej^ord  phanceilor  to  ^ 
rife,  and  acquainted  with  the  determination  of  their  Lord- 
Hiips  relative  to  the  fubjeft  before  them.  He  bowed,  and  at 
their  Lordfliips'  defire,  withdrew. 

The  Earf  of  Galloway  then  movcd^  that  the  Houfe  ad- 
journ 'till  the  enfuing  Wednefday,  which  was  agreed  to  ac- 
fcordlngly. 

Wfdnefday^  jpiih  May. 

His  Majefty  went  in  the  ufual  State  to  the  Houfe,  and 
being  feated  on  the  Throne,  the  Commons  were  fent  for. 

The  Speaker  addreffed  His  Majefty  as  foon  a«  he  came  to 
the  bar,  and  ftated,  that  he  had  brought  up  with  him  two 
ibills,  by  which  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  granted  to  His 
Majefty  an  additional  fupplly.  He  faid,  that  it  was  with  the 
■higheft  fatirfa£lion  that  His  Majefty's  faithful  Commons  had 
been  able  to  provide  for  the  fervices  of  the  current  year, 
without  being  obliged  to  have  recourfe  to  any  new  loan.  He 
mentioned  likewife  that  the  Houfe  bad  attended  to  the  ar- 
rangerrient  which  His  Majefty  had  lately  recommended,  and 
had  unanimoufly  voted  the  neceflary  provifion  for  a  diftin- 
guilbedbrsinch  of  his  owil  family.     l\t  tbau  ^^ocee.dsA  ta 


n 


u 


